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PREFACE 


Many students who embark upon educational programs 
in post-secondary institutions leave before completion 
of their studies. This project is an attempt to determine 
reasons for withdrawal of a sample of students who dis- 


continued their studies at either the Northern Alberta 


PO 


Institute of ee) or the University of Alberta, 


ie PNP ge ETM WLP YAY NATH EY OLIN TEI TE 


with particular emphasis on the extent to which lack of 
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money to continue was an anne factor. 
nN 

The study is part of a larger research program 
undertaken in 1968-69 by the Students Assistance Board, 
Department of Education, for the purpose of reviewing 
present policies and practices in the granting of 
financial assistance to students in post-secondary 
educational institutions. The major work on the study 
was carried out by the senior author in partial ful- 


fillment of the requirements for the degree of Master 


of Education at the University of Alberta. 
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ABSTRACT 
The purpose of the study was to examine post-secondary 
attrition in terms of descriptive factors, reasons for 
withdrawal, and financial factors among dropouts. 


Representative samples of dropouts who withdrew during 
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967-68 academic term 





or at the end of the ere drawn from 
the University of Alberta and the Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology. Questionnaires were sent to 504 U of A and 
176 NAIT dropouts. The U of A sample was divided into two 
groups; U of A (1) included students from all years and all 
faculties except Education students who had completed at least 
two years of study; the latter group comprised U of A (2). A 
total of 457 questionnaires were received; however, after 
those from transfer and after degree students were deleted, 
usable questionnaires numbered 163, 113, and 91 from U of A 
(1), U of A (2), and NAIT respectively. 

Information from institutional records and from the 
questionnaires was analyzed by proportions and Chi Square was 
used to test the significance of differences among proportions. 
General Description 

The majority of dropouts were single, were working at 
the time of the survey, and had parents with less than grade 
twelve education. 

On the basis of rural-urban home background U of A (2) 
and NAIT dropouts tended to be from rural areas, while those 
from U of A (1) who came from urban homes slightly outnumbered 


the rural students. 
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The majority of U of A (1) and NAIT withdrawals were 
males, while the reverse was true for U of At2). Over hat 
of U of A (1) and NAIT were in academic difficulty at time 
of withdrawal, and the majority of each of these groups left 
during or at the end of the first year. U of A (2) respond- 
ents tended to be passing courses and withdrawal generally 
occurred at the end of second year or during or at the end 
of the third year. 

Close to 60 per cent of the university dropouts had 
matriculation averages between 65 and 79 per cent. The 
majority of NAIT dropouts were non-matriculants. 

Comparisons with the total student populations of the 
institutions suggested that the dropout rate was slightly 
higher for males among U of A (1) and NALT, and for females 
among U of A (2). Rural students withdrew at a greater 
rate than urban students within the U of A (2) and NAIT 
groups while this was not so among U of A (1) dropouts. The 
dropout rate appeared to be higher for first-year U of A (1) 
and NAIT students than for students in other years Of their 
programs. Because of the nature of the VU of A (2) group 
withdrawal occurred at the end of second year or later. 
Reasons for Withdrawal 

The great majority of withdrawals were voluntary. The 
five most frequently reported reasons for withdrawal were 
tlack of interest in courses," "not enough money to continue," 
tmade the wrong program choice," "worry over personal 


problems," and "orades too low to continue." Within-group 
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analyses showed that these reasons were the most commonly 
reported ones among U of A (1) and NAIT (rank order varied); 
however, U of A (2) respondents felt that "not enough money 
to continue," "had successfully completed desired courses," 
"GiTeredel full time Joo 0. "planned to.or did get married,” 
and "lack of interest in courses" were the main reasons for 
withdrawal. Cross classifications on the bases of sex, 
rural-urban home background, and the extent to which with- 
drawal was voluntary resulted in a few instances where 
reasons cited differed from the group consensus. 

The great majority of U of A dropouts expressed that 
they planned to continue their post-secondary education, 
whereas, slightly less than half of the NAIT withdrawals 
did 30.. 

Financial Factors Among Dropouts 

Just under 40 per cent of each of U of A (1) and NAIT 
students reported that "not enough money to continue" was a 
reason for withdrawal, while approximately 65 per cent of 
U of A (2) did so. Between 40 and 50 per cent of U of A (1) 
and NAIT, and more than half of the U of A (2) group stated 
that money from the Students Assistance Board played a part 
in financing the 1967-68 term. Of those who received assis- 
tance, the greater proportion of U of A dropouts indicated 
that it was in the form of part grant, part loan, while NAIT 
recipients tended to receive loans only. 

Over 80 per cent of all dropouts worked for at least 
two months during the summer. Part time employment during 


the year was not a common practice. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 


Western society, in the past few decades, has wit- 
nessed a developing awareness of the need for conservation 
of natural resources in the face of depletion of existing 
supplies. More recently the necessity for conservation of 
human resources has received considerable attention. There 
is growing concern over human talent wastage and it is 
apparent that the seriousness of the situation warrants 
investigation into the causes, and attempts at preventa- 
tive and remedial action. 

One facet of this complex problem is the number of 
students who prematurely withdraw from educational insti- 
tutions. Students who leave school before completing 
secondary education represent a serious loss of potential 
talent. This, however, is not the only drain on intellec- 
tual resources. Many students complete high school, enroll 
in post-secondary institutions, and then withdraw prior to 
the completion of their programs. This segment of the 
Canadian dropout population has received less attention in 
the past than its grade-school counterpart, but is now 
presenting a problem of major concern. It Sis taPonudial 
4ssue which will be very much a part of the future develop- 
ment of higher education. In the words of Rexford G. Moon 


Jr., "Maybe higher education can't beall things to all 
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people--but, on the other hand, maybe it can. I think we 
had best try to make it so or find some more appropriate 


modifier descriptive of our system of higher education." 


(1966, p. 59.) 
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PROBLEM 


The overall impact of post-secondary attrition can 
be described from within at least three frames of refer- 
ence; that of society as a whole, that of the educational 
institution, and that of the individual student. In com- 
menting on college student attrition Gekoski and Schwartz 
(1961) say, "This situation presents serious problems to 
the student in terms of blighted hopes and frustrated 
ambitions; to the colleges in terms of useful services not 
rendered; and to the nation in terms of wasted human 
resources." (p. 192.) 

One of the major societal implications of early 
student withdrawal arises out of the changing nature of 
Western civilization. Although the change itself is not 
new, the rate at which it is occurring seems to be increas- 
ing. "Technological changes have been going on since the 
beginning of the industrial revolution, but the incidence 
of change has reached startling proportions during the last 
decade . . ™ (Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 1964, p. 9.) 
One effect of this is the increased demand for more highly 
skilled workers, the supply for which could be augmented 


if dropout numbers were reduced. Gilbert Wrenn (1962) 
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emphasizes that, "The Automation Revolution is changing 
the occupational structure fully as drastically as did 

the Industrial Revolution. The major difference is in the 
elevation of the brain power required." (og. 19.) John 
Porter (1968), in an address given at the University of 
British Columbia, stated that the required range of quali- 
fied manpower is not being produced by Western industrial 
societies and he expressed concern over the waste of 

human resources indicated by the number of dropouts. 
Although efforts are being made to improve the quality, 
and increase the quantity of individuals released to the 
work force, there is cause for dismay. It seems that even 
with vast improvements in educational facilities, modifi- 
cation of methods of teaching, and utilization of a wider 
range of available instructional materials, the dropout 
rate has not appreciably decreased. In 1956, the registrar 
of McGill University estimated then that about one-third 
of the freshmen entering universities fail to graduate 
(Beattie and Sheffield, 1961). Fleming (1965), in a study 
of Ontario students who should have completed a degree by 
1961, reported that about 28 per cent had withdrawn without 
a degree from the college or university originally entered. 
Although these figures are subject to limitations they do 
serve as an indication of the situation. Dorothy Knoell, 
(1966) after reviewing research on United States college 
withdrawals stated, "Stability in the gross attrition rate 


over an extended period of time should give little cause 
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for complacency, if one considers the changes in both 
society and higher education which have taken place in 
recent decades." (p. 66) 

Society's concern for dropouts lies not only in the 
manpower field, and not only in terms of dollars and cents. 
It has a more global nature which stems from a fundamental 
desire to develop and survive as an effective, democratic 
system. This point is well made by Lewis Beattie (Beattie 
and Sheffield, 1961) in a study prepared for the Canadian 
Conference on Education, when he says: 

A democratic society cannot function success- 

fully unless a large majority of its citizens 

have received education and training which makes 

them competent and co-operative workers, as well 

as informed intelligent voters. To the extent 

that he is less than he could be, each individual 

lessens his potential contribution to society, 

and one of the weaknesses of present day democ- 

racies lies in the effect produced by the total 

of these individual deficiencies. (p. 7) 

Educational institutions are necessarily worried 
about-the-effects of student attrition. Summerskill (1962) 
identifies three origins of such concern in colleges. One, 
he suggests, lies in the concept of the college as a train- 
ing centre and the hostility engendered when it is not 
successful in performing this function with some students. 
This hostility is somewhat justified when examined from 
the view expressed by Sheffield (Beattie and Sheffield, 
1961) who said, "Let us accept the fact that there will 


be dropouts at every level of the system. Should we not, 


however, set as one of our objectives that before anyone 
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leaves he or she should have a marketable occupational 
skill?" (p. 1.) Second, says Summerskill (1962), the 
college strives for efficiency, the achievement of which 
is weakened by student withdrawal. Finally, the financial 
loss incurred by the institution is a third origin of con- 
cern. Marsh (1966) in reviewing an article by Davis 
(1962), presents evidence of this in stating that "each 
leaver represents a financial loss of over one thousand 
dollars to the institution." (p. 475.) Although Summer- 
skill was referring to only one type of post-secondary 
institution, the university, it seems reasonable that the 
same kinds of problems exist in varying degrees in other 
institutions. ‘If one of the major: functions) of such 
institutions is the optimum development of intellectual 
resources and potential talent within their reach, then 
many of the students who leave school represent a fault 
in the system. When consideration is given to the fact 
that students enrolled in schools of higher learning 
have already passed through a screening process during 
which many are judged unqualified to pursue further study 
(Koelsche, 1956), and that studies indicate that all drop- 
outs do not simply lack intelligence (Halladay and Andrew, 
1958; Iffert, 1958), the institution and the system become 
suspect. 

The process of dropping out may affect the indivi- 
dual student in many ways. According to Jencks (1958): 


Educational attainment has two distinct kinds 
of impact on life chances. The first can be 
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called the "socialization effect" and involves 
actual changes in the student's skills, atti- 
tudes, interests, and so forth. The second can 
be called the "certification effect" and consists 
not of changing the student but of certifying to 
the world that the student already has certain 
skills, attitudes, or whatever. (p. 232.) 
A third impact might be added to, or perhaps extracted 
from, the two outlined by Jencks, and that is a "self 
image effect." For those who begin to work towards a 
level of educational attainment and who then withdraw 
before reaching their goal may, by so doing, modify their 
life chances in all three aspects. The disappointment in 
one's self and the thwarting of personal satisfaction may 
be further reinforced by the "socialization effect," in 
that society, in its concern for the individual citizen, 
"considers the full development of his latent powers as 
desirable self realization, which will yield the personal 
satisfaction and sense of fulfillment essential to real 
happiness." (Beattie and Sheffield, 1961, p. 7.) In 
addition to personal disappointment, the dropout is con- 
fronted with the fact that employers are demanding more 
qualified people to fill positions, which at one time 
required only high school training or less. Modern tech- 
nology and automation have not only created jobs demanding 
more specialized training but they have also eliminated 
many types of work which provided employment for the less 
educated. The range of jobs available and potential 


earning power is being affected more and more by the 


amount of formal education an individual has. The student 


| 
‘ ap » - 
, 3 a pve - in 
eoevioynt bas "Sesatan nowttastisrooe’ sad befies 
-fitds ,allinie e'siebute ots-al eesiieds Lgudos 
t69 brooee SAT . .fdtot o8 bas) ,eszorednt ,.eebud ; 





@atefantoo bas “Jostis nols8o57 Lire ® sit hellso sd 

at giiytidtes to tud tnekite sit Satyaeio Io Jon 
nissieo esnh ybsstis Inpiide ois gsdv birow eng 
(SES ,q)  teveredw ro ,eabputtits ,eil ide 


~~ a ‘ oe Pee a a , whet he hs eit bs ba ‘ 
beds BIiTAS” ct a t2q TO Ooo bsnpos re) ar aN a IBC mL OTL A 
‘s 
a Pee Sat * d - ee | Pre rine — 
tise & ef gant bas (SnONSL YO DSeALlLGUoO OWs end , mo ti 


Bn nS eee ee A | hehe es aware oes ofA ‘ 9 es oom i 
B.D'T£ OU = row Ow bake pa? ed OLrrw wy te {lw TO%4 uw iis SSS. 


a ; , ‘ ; 1 J ful : ; - P 
I Ay ¥ DOM ,»,AOLOD Oo Go. ,yYsm . mB Tiens SALHOBST mIoisd 
: ; x ‘ . ve m2 
Ail JMSMCOALCOGGQBETD ¢ | IS97e& 9etad Lis air esonsais sifl 
~~ rtag >= hoe f > . : + + — + | mies 
\ DLFOB Trea 5G Ls C)< i LO, an [Bwi Siig RS L1e¢ &*98no 
ai ",dgoette moitasiiai " sod vo bestotate:t rensit sd 
5 fr ' ‘ oa Ca te ~ mY ‘ ¢ i+ } r oe > Ar DD ~~ 4 + 
c! . . ohid & A ae bo | s iJ Pas bh Sel ob oa. ae oe WJ ftle 
- ore rt r r - + . f - : La = =" a 4 
25 etswor red . hist ign fist sas ayvsbienoo" 
f ¢ ac {+4 : i" ~ 7 \ a i +> | 1 
BMOatTsg snd € iliw rio . Siisey Ilse sldstrashb 
ee y - rr > . > 
46S of tB8£eneseaes Themilitiivt To sense bas noftos? pitse 
4 L P Aor ; << p 3 hi - 
Ts Le) «f feed »~bLertTrt DN& SIITS j eesn ic road 
F : hy a + + bmamey Gan } b : ad . ’ 
“09 8£ ic Gomn eng ,snsmsgniloguqsesp Lénor PLS OD | 6LIL bbs 
7 7 “aoe “ a +e aly pv " sealed Le ae a , ry 
; 8 tom gaibn 8 ap be @ 2} SET teyo. Lams Jedd Jost ond Agiw Dscnoyt 
J 7 


emig sno Je dobdiw ,enottiseg Litt oft siqosd osiiifsuyp 





ufieee enon .228L to gatatsrs Loose Hgin ylno berisipe1 










~s 
b doi, bates 19. ino tom oo nokgamodus brs Ysolon _ 
7 oo ' aan , ' coil 7 
mits oafs evad yard Jud -gataise: beshtsioege ies om 
] d , t z , t ri _ * : 4 . Pe id - 
memyolymea. bs ET PERN AIOW 20. e (t yosm 









7 
who has withdrawn or will withdraw cannot hope for his lot 
to be improved if the present trend continues. Cervantes 
(1965), although speaking of high school dropouts, paints 
a discouraging picture for all those with a minimum of 
education when he suggests that: 

It seems quite plausible that the minority 

of tomorrow--the high school dropouts--will 

have more difficulty climbing out of the 

basement of their poverty than had the minor- 

iuvesor tne past <. 7° e'Rarly*in®*the 1966'8 

it was already apparent that the dropout of 

the future would not survive an automated 

Sonnet oe Vb. s 
A high school graduate, in searching for a job will find 
that further training is necessary if he is to enjoy any 
great amount of mobility in today's societal structure. 
His passport will have to be in the form of "papers" and, 
unfortunately, even though an individual may have attended 
an institution of higher education he will be limited if 
he can't show possession of a degree or diploma from it. 
Havighurst (1967) in participating in a college scholarship 
service colloquium, makes the point that since 65 per cent 
of young people complete high school in the United States 
and since high school diplomas are necessary for many work- 
ing class jobs, the high school diploma has little mobility 
value. Despite the fact that the statistics may not be 
comparable in Canada, the trend is, and has definite impli- 
cations for youth of the future. 


The perspective in which attrition is placed depends 


in part upon whether it is looked at through the eyes of 
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society, the individual, or the educational institution. 
Although the impact of the problem may be viewed through 
any one of these three "lenses," all three are ground by 
the same hands--those of the dropouts themselves. They 
are therefore interrelated and some understanding through 
any one of these approaches should have implications for 
the others. Robert Jackson (1961), in an address to the 
Senate of the University of Toronto, hints at this when 
he says: 


It would be comforting to conclude that we now 
emphasize the need to develop and conserve human 
talent because of a recognition of the worth of 
the individual, but I am afraid that is not a 
full representation of the facts of the case. 
There is considerable evidence, I think, to indi- 
cate that the impelling and compelling reason may 
be simply the preservation of our society and of 
our way of life. We realize now that we cannot 
Survive as a nation and as a free nation if we 
continue to throw away our human and natural re- 
sources, particularly the former. I cannot see 
that the interests of the individual and of our 
society are necessarily opposed. Surely we can 
approach this topic of utilization of student 
resources from the point of view of happiness and 
development of the individual as well as from the 
point of view of the progress and welfare of our 
society, even its survival. (p. 36.) 


It is recognized that in our present system not all 
students are capable of continuing in post-secondary educa- 
tion, nor do all those qualified desire it. Certainly, "For 
some, leaving college--usually temporarily, but on occasion 
permanently--may be more educational than staying." (Pervin, 
1966, p. 5.) Students who drop out could, in fact, be more 


of a benefit to society than a loss in that they may, after 
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leaving an institution, make more effective use of their 
talent. (Ford and Urban, 1966.) The concern engendered 

by attrition, lies not with this kind of individual, but 
with the one who is forced, because of withdrawal, to 
"lapse into a life pattern which is less appropriate, less 
satisfying, and which, for him, represents a poor second 
choice." (Ford and Urban, 1966, p. 83.) Efforts are being 
made to channel those who can benefit from further educa- 
tion into institutions of higher learning. It is of equal 
importance that attempts be made to provide optimum condi- 
tions for successful completion of post-secondary programs. 
The Career Decisions Project carried out by the Canadian 
Department of Manpower and Immigration (Breton and McDonald, 
1967) indicated that 53 per cent of Canadian high school 
students (54.1 per cent in Alberta) are thinking of contin- 
uing their education after high school on a full time basis. 
Of these 32.4 per cent stated that they would definitely 
continue. It is almost a certainty that many of them will 


not complete their chosen programs. 
NATURE AND PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 


The purpose of the present Study Ls Vou provided 
clearer picture of attrition in two Alberta institutions 
of post-secondary education and describe some of the 
characteristics of a sample of students who have withdrawn. 
One aspect of the investigation involves descriptive 


data of dropouts. Factors considered include: 
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High school performance 
. Home location--rural or urban 
Educational level and occupation of parents 


Length and year of program 


ee ee SR DOU ES 


Academic performance at time of withdrawal 

6. Post-withdrawal status 

A second area of concern is that of reasons given 
for discontinuance and plans to continue. In this respect, 
the multicausality of attrition is recognized as is the 
possibility that many factors presented as precipitating 
dropout cannot be easily modified or remedied. Neverthe- 
less, the investigator feels that some of the causes of 
withdrawal can be alleviated, one such cause being that 
of financial need. A third aspect, which necessarily grows 
out of the first two, is a comparison of those dropouts who 
gave financial need as an important factor in influencing 
withdrawal, with those who did not. A section of the study 
is devoted to examining the extent to which dropouts report 
that lack of funds influenced their decision to withdraw, 
and the means by which they obtained financial support for 
their education. 

It is hoped that the results of the project will 
provide information which will be helpful in understanding 
the nature of attrition, and will emphasize the need for 


further research. 
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DEFINITION OF TERMS 


For the purpose of this study the following 
definitions will be used: 

l. Post-secondary institution -- any degree or 
diploma granting institution which requires high school 
training in order to enroll and whose programs represent 
a continuation of formal education beyond the high school 
level. 

2. Withdrawal -- any student who was enrolled full 
time during the 1967-68 year, who left during that year or 
did not return in 1968-69, and who had not graduated. 

3. Transfer -- a student who transferred to another 
post-secondary institution during 1967-68 or who reported 
full time attendance at such an institution during 1968-69. 

4. Dropout -- a withdrawal who did not transfer. 

5. Attrition -- student loss generally, whether 
temporary or permanent. 

6. Compulsory (involuntary) withdrawal -- a student 
who was asked to leave by officials of the institution. 

7. Suggested withdrawal -- a student to whom with- 
drawal was suggested by officials of the institution. 

8. Voluntary withdrawal -- a student who withdrew 
without being told to do so. 

9. Rural -- farms, villages, centres with a 
population of less that ten thousand. 

10. Urban -- a centre with a population of ten 


thousand or more. 
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ll. Government assistance -- money in the form 
of loans, grants, and Scholarships made available by 
the Students Assistance Board, Department of Education, 
Government of Alberta. 

12. Matriculation -- high school graduation which 
meets the entrance requirements of Alberta universities. 

13. U of A (1) -- group of dropouts surveyed 
from all Faculties at the University of Alberta excluding 
those who had completed two or more years in the Faculty 
of Education. 

14. U of A (2) -- group of dropouts surveyed who 
had completed two or more years of study in the Faculty 
of Education. 

Loe NA == TOUD sor dropouts surveyed from the 


Northern Alberta Institute of Technology, Edmonton. 
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 


A search of the literature dealing with post- 
secondary attrition revealed little in the way of 
Canadian research and an almost inexhaustible list of 
Studies carried out in the United States. Consequently, 
the investigator has relied heavily upon the latter 
data, which, it is assumed, have some implications for 
the Canadian scene. The review presented here is by no 
means all inclusive, however it is felt that the informa- 
tion afforded by a sample of available research presents 
a fairly representative picture, the understanding of 
which would not be greatly enhanced by a more voluminous 
collation. 

It should be pointed out that attrition studies are 
conducted by use of various methods, for diverse reasons, 
and with numerous orientations. They are, therefore, not 
strictly comparable and their results should be interpreted 
with due consideration of certain shortcomings. The mean- 
ing and implications of reported data differ because of 
variance in institutional policies, in type of statistical 
records, and in methodological factors involving follow-up, 
nature of data collection, and definition of terms such as 


attrition, dropout, and withdrawal. 
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The following review is organized according to 
factors which seem to be related to the overall process 
of attrition among post-secondary students and which 
are of concern to the current study. In each section, 
Canadian data is dealt with first, followed by that 
pertaining to American colleges and universities. Infor- 
mation on technical institutes is scant, but is reported 
at the end of each section for which pertinent data were 


found. 
GENERAL DESCRIPTION 


Reported attrition rates vary a great deal through- 
out the research. Canadian figures appear to fluctuate; 
however, insufficient evidence is available to confirm 
this. In 1952, a study of post-school occupations of 
Alberta high school matriculants (Ackroyd and Roberts) 
presented an indication of the extent of withdrawal from 
the University of Alberta. Of 422 first-year students 
registered in degree programs, 10.5 per cent either with- 
drew, or had withdrawal recommended or required before 
the end of the first year. Slightly higher rates were 
reported by Fleming (1955) who found that at the University 
of Toronto, 24.4 per cent of the 1949 entering class in 
Arts had withdrawn without a degree by 1955. He also noted 
that in the 1910 and 1948 engineering classes at McGill, 
46.3 per cent and 43.4 per cent respectively failed or 


withdrew before graduation. More recently Fleming (1965), 
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15 
in surveying 4,208 Ontario freshmen who were to graduate by 
1961, estimated that about 28 per cent left university with- 
out degrees. He pointed out, however, that some of these 
students may have transferred to institutions outside of 
Ontario and obtained degrees. 

Diversity in attrition rates is evident in post- 
secondary institutions in the United States. Ina survey 
of studies from 1913 to 1962, Summerskill (1962) found a 
median withdrawal rate of 50 per cent. Iffert (1958) in 
a national study of United States colleges reported that 
about 60 per cent of freshmen students did not graduate 
from the college in which they enrolled. He qualified 
this by suggesting that 20 per cent would likely receive 
degrees at a later date. Little (1959) and Slater (1960) 
found attrition rates of 60 per cent. Little's study dealt 
with Wisconsin students and the loss was over a four-year 
period, while Slater investigated withdrawal over a five- 
year period among male University of Illinois students. 
Freshmen entering six 4-year Colorado state-supported insti- 
tutions in 1960 withdrew at a rate of 57 per cent during 
the first two years.of their programs (Albers, 1966). 
According to Knoell (1960), and Panos and Astin (1968) attri- 
tion rates were not as high. Knoell (1960) reported that a 
study of 1953 University of Iowa entrants (Iowa, State 
University, 1959) showed that 37 per cent of the class did 


not graduate. Panos and Astin, in a national study, 
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16 
estimated that the numbers who failed to graduate in a 
four-year period comprised 35 per cent of the freshman 
population. They emphasized that this included students 
who were still in college and was therefore not a true 
indication of student loss. A nationwide survey by Bayer 
(1968) revealed a 21.6 per cent attrition rate over five 
years. His calculations were based on students who had 
withdrawn and were not enrolled at the time of study. 
A lower withdrawal rate was reported by Astin (1964) who 
studied 6,660 National Merit Scholarship competitors. 
Of this high aptitude group, 10.4 per cent withdrew by 
1961. 

Among technical institutes attrition rates appear 
to be somewhat similar to those in colleges and univer- 
sities. Henninger (1959), in reporting on a United States 
national survey, indicated that the median percentages of 
students completing their programs and graduating was 50 
per cent. This leaves a fifty per cent loss, which is 
fairly consistent with that reported by Clark (1950) who 
stated that the withdrawal rate for two Connecticut tech- 
nical institutes was 48 per cent in 1961-62 and 44 per 
cent in 1962-63. A comparison of two-year technical 
students and four-year engineering degree candidates at 
Pennsylvania State University (Herman and Zeigler, 1960) 
yielded a much lower dropout rate of 9.4 per cent for 


technical students who had completed one semester. 
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Year of Program at Time of Withdrawal 

The consensus of research suggests that the 
greatest loss of students occurs during the first year 
of their programs. A matriculation sub-committee in 
Alberta (Alberta, Department of Education, 1958) found, 
in their investigation of 1951 freshmen in degree pro- 
grams at the University of Alberta, that of the 640 
enrolled students, 105 failed to return for a second 
year. This represents a withdrawal rate of 16 per cent 
for the first year compared with a 44 per cent loss over 
a four-year period. 

Marsh, (1966), after reviewing United States litera- 
ture, concluded that a student's chances of graduating are 
65 per cent better once he reaches his junior year than 
they are up to that time. Knoell (1960) reported that at 
the University of Iowa 25 per cent of the 1953 freshmen 
withdrew before second year, and 75 per cent of all with- 
drawals occurred before the sophomore year. First year 
attrition rates reported by other investigators follow in 
line: Jex and Merrill (1962) found a 33 per cent loss at 
the University of Utah; Gekoski and Schwartz (1961) reported 
that Temple University freshmen withdrew at a rate of 32 
per cent; Iffert's study (1958) revealed a 27 per cent with- 
drawal rate among first year students. 

Although a slightly different situation exists 
with regard to technical institutes because of their 


shorter programs, indications by Righthand (1965) were 
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18 
that attrition in these institutions was heaviest during 


the first year. 


Sex 

There are conflicting reports as to sex distribution 
of withdrawals. Some studies reported no significant dif- 
ferences in the rate of male as compared to female with- 
drawal (Cope, 1968; Halliday and Andrew, 1958; Iffert, 
1956.el1ns and Pitt, 1953). A University of California 
study (Master Plan Survey, 1960) showed that attrition 
rates were ten to fifteen per cent higher for women than 
for men. Similarly Astin (1964) found that girls had a 
Significantly higher dropout rate than boys. Panos and 
Astin (1968) stated that "these data show that a woman is 
more likely to drop out of college than is a man who has 
a comparable high school grade average." (p. 65.) Demos 
(1968), on the other hand, found that at California State 
College significantly more males than females withdrew 
from their program. 

The implications of data on sex comparisons are 
somewhat hazy due to possible differences in numbers of 
males as compared with females who enroll in the first 
place. Also, a more meaningful picture is presented 
when reasons for withdrawal are considered along with 


Sexes br buGions 
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SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS 


Rural-Urban Distribution 

The role that a rural or urban background plays 
in the attrition process is a little nebulous and is not 
dealt with in many studies. Bayer (1968) however, reports 
that in his follow-up study of Project Talent students 
26.5 per cent of the male dropouts and 22.8 per cent of 
the female dropouts were from small towns, whereas, of 
students who completed senior college, 20.0 per cent of 
the males and 22.8 of the females were from small towns. 
Summerskill (1962) concluded from his review that "a 
student's hometown location and size may be factors in 
attrition." (p. 633.) He elaborated further by saying 
that rural students seem to have higher dropout rates 
than urban students; however he implied that the rural- 
urban factor in itself may not be as important as the 
differences in cultural, educational, and social oppor- 


tunities and facilities afforded by rural and urban areas. 


Educational Level of Parents 

Although the educational level of parents of drop- 
outs has been related to attrition, it seems that it must 
be considered in terms of the reflected attitudes toward 
higher education and the resulting influence on desire of 
the student to proceed with formal education. Parental 
educational attainment cannot be thought of as a direct 


cause of attrition, but rather as one of many interrelated 
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20 
conditions which contribute to a socioeconomic value 
system which in turn may be related to student withdrawal. 

Fleming (1965) found that 62 per cent of the 
fathers of Ontario University withdrawals had attended 
high school but only 24 per cent had attended university. 
Among the fathers of students who did not drop out 67.9 
per cent had attended high school and 27.8 per cent had 
attended university. 

Several United States studies indicate that the 
parents of dropouts tend to have less formal education 
than the parents of continuers. The median educational 
level of parents of withdrawals from Indiana University 
was high school and 29 per cent of the fathers and 23.9 
per cent of the mothers had gone to college. (Koelsche, 
1956.) Bayer'ts study (1968) showed that 70.9 per cent 
and 70 per cent of the fathers of male and female drop- 
outs respectively, had less than college education. Of 
the mothers of male and female dropouts, 80.6 per cent 
and 74.9 per cent had not attended university. These 
percentages were considerably higher than those for the 
parents of graduands as 62.5 per cent of the fathers and 
68.9 per cent of the mothers of male continuers had less 
than college education. Of the parents of female grad- 
uands, the corresponding figures were 57.9 per cent and 
66 per cent. Goetz and Leach (1967), on the other hand, 
found that the fathers of withdrawals and continuers at 


the University of Mexico did not differ significantly in 
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level of education, but the mothers of continuers had 


significantly more education than those of withdrawals. 


Occupation of Father 


The relationship of parental occupation to attrition, 
like that of educational level, is involved with values and 
attitudes and is likely of an indirect nature. Caskey (1964), 
in a study of freshmen at Oklahoma State University, found 
that a smaller percentage of dropouts' parents were in pro- 
fessional jobs than in other types of employment. In 
Astin's study (1964), of a total of 2,693 boys from profes- 
sional or managerial families, 7.2 dropped out, and of a 
total of 1,373 girls, 11.2 dropped out. Boys whose fathers! 
occupations were non-professional numbered 1,657 while girls 
numbered 771, and 10.9 per cent and 17.6 per cent dropped 
out respectively. Bayer (1968) noted that of 1,048 male 
dropouts 48.7 per cent came from families in which the 
fathers' occupations were of a professional, technical, or 
managerial nature. The corresponding data for females 
showed that 53.2 per cent fell into this category. Of the 
students who completed their programs, 61.7 per cent of 
the men and 63.5 per cent of the women had fathers whose 


occupations were of this type. 


ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 


High School Grades 
High school grades are generally thought to correlate 


fairly well with success in post-secondary education. The 
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ce 
consensus of research indicates that students entering 
institutions of higher learning with good marks are less 
likely to withdraw than students with only minimum 
requirements. Also evident is the fact that it is not 
only low achievers who withdraw and that academic achieve- 
ment is not a sole criterion: ofstaying power in educa- 
tional programs. 

In the Alberta Matriculation Study (Alberta, 
Department of Education, 1958) the mean grade twelve 
averages for withdrawals and the total entrance group 
were determined for students in the faculties of Arts 
and Science, Commerce, Education (B.Ed.), and Engineer- 
ing. It was found that these percentage averages for 
withdrawals were 66.8, 60.0, 57.9, and 66.7 respectively 
while for all freshmen they were 68.7, 66.0, 63.0, and 
68.3. These figures suggest that the mean entrance 
averages for withdrawals were slightly lower than those 
of the total freshmen group. Fleming's study (1965) 
indicated that forty-five per cent of withdrawals studied 
had grade 13 (the pre-college year in Ontario) averages 
of 60 per cent and over, and fourteen per cent had a 70 
per cent or higher average. 

Munger and Goeckerman (1955) studied two groups 
of students entering the University of Toledo, those from 
the lower third of their high school graduating class, 


and those from the upper third. Only 5 per cent of the 
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23 
lower third continued on to graduation while approximately 
50 per cent of the upper third did so. Koelsche (1956) 
and Iffert (1958) compared high school achievement in terms 
of ranked fifths. Koelsche discovered that of Indiana 
University withdrawals, 25 per cent were ranked in the 
highest fifth of their graduating class while Iffert, on 
a nation wide basis, reported that 46.3 per cent of the 
women and 21.5 per cent of the men who withdrew were in 
this division. The corresponding figures for lower fifth 
graduands were, in Indiana 14 per cent, and in Iffert's 
sample 10.2 per cent for males and 1.9 per cent for females. 
Iffert clarified this by stating that 42 per cent of the 
freshmen enrolled were from the top fifth of their class 
and 32 per cent of the withdrawals were in this category. 
Other studies (Knoell, 1960; Astin, 1964; Eckland, 1964) 
suggested that attrition occurred more frequently among 
students having low high school grades than among those 


having higher marks. 


Grades at Time of Withdrawal 

Although many students who withdraw are in academic 
difficulty, many are not. Summerskill, (1960) attests to 
this by reporting that in the twenty-three studies he re- 
viewed, the percentage of academic failures among dropouts 
ranged from 3 per cent to 78 per cent with a median value 
of 33 per cent. 

Ackroyd and Roberts (1952) found that of 422 beginning 
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students at the University of Alberta in 1949, 4.9 per 
cent were required to withdraw for academic reasons by 
the end of the first year. Although many of the non- 
passing students were granted supplemental examinations, 
31.6 per cent of all the freshmen did not pass all of 
their subjects. Presumably some of these individuals 
did continue on after a second writing. Ina later 
study (Alberta, Department of Education, 1958) the 
academic standing of 1951 freshmen withdrawals were re- 
ported in terms of mean averages by faculty and were as 
follows: Arts and Science 51.0, Commerce 43.8, Education 
(B.Ed.) 53.7, and Engineering 47.6. Obviously not every- 
one was failing. 

The American research in this area has produced 
varying results. Brown and Callis (1959) found that less 
than ten per cent of University of Missouri dropouts had 
achieved satisfactory grades. A considerably larger 
number of withdrawals were progressing satisfactorily in 
studies by Halladay and Andrew (1958) and Knoell (1960). 
These investigators reported in their respective studies, 
that 30 per cent and 51 per cent of withdrawals had 


acceptable academic standing. 
REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL 


A number of conditions influence a student at any 


one time and each one may contribute, in varying degrees, 
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25 
to his decision to withdraw. Research relevant to this 
is subject to certain limitations and some of these should 
be taken into consideration. Often a student is not able 
to analyze and isolate all the reasons for his withdrawal. 
Second, many investigators ask students to indicate one 
important reason for their decisions and in so doing 
minimize the multicausality which may be involved. Further- 
more, it is possible that an individual will be inclined to 
report the most socially acceptable reason for his with- 
drawal and thus distort the true picture. Despite these 
shortcomings, however, the literature does identify some 
of the most frequently reported reasons for attrition and 
this aids the understanding of the problem. 

There have been many factors cited by students as 
having influenced their decisions to withdraw. Koelsche 
(1952), in summarizing the most important reasons given 
by Indiana University withdrawals, reported that 16.7 per 
cent left college because of lack of money, 16.1 per cent 
to get married, 9.4 per cent because of academic diffi- 
culty, 7.2 per cent, because of ill health, and.7.2.per cent 
to accept a job. 

A somewhat different emphasis showed up in Iffert's 
survey (1958) in which it was found that for men who 
discontinued college attendance, major reasons, rated in 
order of importance, were; lack of interest in studies, 
military service (drafted), financial (self), discouraged 


by low grades, financial (family), college work too 
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26 
difficult. In comparison, women had some different reasons 
for withdrawing and reported the following (listed in order 
of importance); planned to be married soon, full time job, 
financial (self), lack of interest in studies, financial 
(family), discouraged by low grades. 

Temple University students (Gekoski and Schwartz, 
1961) reported withdrawing mainly because of change of 
interest or plans (12 per cent), dissatisfaction with 
course and/or university (16 per cent), financial diffi- 
culties (12 per cent), college adjustment problems (12 per 
cent), job interference (12 per cent), and health problems 
(9 per cent). Military service was cited as a reason by 
5 per cent of the withdrawals. The investigators pointed 
out that interviews were also held with continuers and it 
was indicated that they had the same kinds of difficul- 
ties but stayed in school. 

Astin (1964) presented high aptitude dropouts with 
both a structured questionnaire and an open-ended question 
dealing with reasons for withdrawal. The results of the 
questionnaire revealed that the most important reasons for 
attrition among the men, in order of frequency, were; 
unsure about what to study, unsatisfactory grades, tired 
of being a student, couldn't afford the cost, wanted to 
go to work, and questioned their ability... The women, on 
the other hand, cited reasons in the following order; 
couldn't afford the cost, devote more time to family, 


tired of being a student, unsure about what to study, 
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college not relevant to goals, and wanted to go to work. 
Responses on the open-ended question were grouped into 
general areas and ranked. Personal-emotional factors 
ranked first in consensus of male replies and second for 
women. Financial reasons were second among men and third 
among women. The third most important area reported by 
men was dissatisfaction with college which was fourth in 
the female consensus, family responsibility being fourth 
for men and the most important for women. 

A comparison of continuers and withdrawals was made 
by Goetz and Leach (1967). They felt that many of the 
problems experienced by withdrawals and reported as being 
reasons for attrition were commen to continuers as well. 
They found that this was so in many areas, but that a 
matter of degree might be involved. Withdrawal respond- 
ents, more than continuers, felt that financial problems 
were of moderate importance in contributing to attrition. 
Although both groups thought unhappiness and loneliness 
were factors, it was given more importance by withdrawals. 

The main reasons for students leaving college were 
surveyed by Panos and Astin (1968). The results varied 
according to sex, as marriage was the most frequently 
reported reason given by women (29.0 per cent) while dis- 
satisfaction with college ranked highest among the men 
(26.7 per cent). Some other reasons, in order of percent- 
age reporting them to be pertinent, for males were; wanted 


time to reconsider interests and goals (26.4 per cent), 
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could not afford the cost (23.6 per cent), changed career 
plans (22.1 per cent), unsatisfactory academic record 
(15.5 per cent), and tired of being a student (11.3 per 
cent). Similar data for the women revealed that, other 
than marriage, important factors were; dissatisfaction 
with college (27.0 per cent), change in career plans 
(20.7 per cent), could not afford the cost (17.8 per cent), 
wanted time to reconsider interests and goals (17.7 per 
cent), tired of being a student (6.0 per cent). 

There is not enough information available to make 
any well based conclusions about the reasons for attrition 
among Technical Institute students, however a glimpse at 
the problem is given by records of the registrar's office 
at Northern Alberta Institute of Technology. A compila- 
tion of reasons reported by 1967-68 students at the time 
they withdrew revealed that roughly 40 per cent withdrew 
for academic reasons, 29 per cent for unsatisfactory pro- 
gram choice, 7 per cent to take a job, 4 per cent because 
of financial difficulty, 4 per cent to get married.+ The 
remaining students withdrew for a variety of reasons in- 


cluding personal problems and death. It was pointed out 


lenis information was obtained through personal 
communication with the Registrar, Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology, Edmonton, Alberta. 
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£9 
by the registrar that students having financial difficul- 
ties are required to have an interview with the Students 
Assistance Board of the Department of Education, prior to 
withdrawal. It was Suggested that the number withdrawing 
for financial reasons is reduced by such a practice. It 
was found that many students who withdrew because of unsat- 
isfactory program choice returned the following year and 
registered in a different program. The numbers of students 
reported withdrawing for this reason do not necessarily 
represent dropouts and many may continue at a later date. 
Henninger (1959) stated that in the United States, 
"Survey information indicates dropout figures to be sub- 
stantially influenced by students quitting school to accept 


Jobs before graduation." (pe 750,") 
FUTURE EDUCATIONAL PLANS 


The future educational plans of dropouts are Signif- 
icant in evaluating the total problem. Summerskill (1962) 
indicated that although many intend to return to complete 
their training, few of them do. This is contradicted in 
one instance, by a follow-up study of Princeton dropouts 
from classes of 1940, 1951, and 1960. (Pervin, 1966.) 
It was found that of the 1940 class dropouts, 30 per cent 
returned to obtain a B.A. degree, of the 1951 class, 64 
per cent obtained a degree, and 85 per cent of the 1960 


class dropouts returned and graduated. lJIowa State 
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University withdrawals were questioned regarding their 
future plans and 54 per cent stated that they planned 
to return. (State of Iowa, 1959.) Demos (1968) reported 
that nearly 40 per cent of withdrawals from California 
State University at Long Beach gave indication of plans 
for completing their education. A high percentage of 
withdrawals investigated by Astin (1964) said that they 
might or would go back to college. However, out of the 
94 per cent who indicated this, less than half applied 
for re-admission during the four years of the study. 

Despite the suggested discrepancy between numbers 
who intended to return and those who actually do, evidence 
suggests that dropout rates do not present an accurate 
picture of loss of student talent, and many students 
interrupt, rather than discontinue, attendance at post- 


secondary institutions. 
SUMMARY 


Although research dealing with post-secondary drop- 
outs reveals a variety of findings some consensus does 
exist. It is generally agreed that the extent of attri- 
tion is of considerable magnitude and that the most 
critical time seems to be during or at the end of the 
first year of study in a post-secondary institution. 
Reports conflict as to whether male withdrawals outnumber 
female withdrawals; however, it appears that men and 


women drop out for different reasons. A number of 
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ak 
characteristics of dropouts have been described and those 
most frequently mentioned are that students who withdraw 
tend to come from rural rather than urban areas, have 
parents whose formal education is less than college level 
and whose occupations are of a non-professional nature. 
Generally speaking, dropouts studied were low achievers, 
both in high school and their post-secondary programs. 
It is pointed out, however, that high achievers do with- 
draw and that low grades may be the result of factors 
other than lack of ability. Studies dealing with reasons 
for attrition clearly illustrate the complexity of the 
problem and the diversified results suggest that multi- 
causality is involved. Most commonly mentioned reasons 


for withdrawal were lack of interest in courses, low 


TERS TART, 
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grades, lack of money, full time job-offer..) A large 
percentage of dropouts expressed plans to return to 
formal education; however, insufficient follow-up data 
has been collected to determine whether these plans 


were carried out. 
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CHAPTER III 
METHOD AND PROCEDURE 
SAMPLE 


Subjects for the survey were drawn from the 
University of Alberta and the Northern Alberta Institute 


of Technology, both located in Edmonton. 


University of Alberta 


The Institutional Research and Systems Department 
compared master registration tapes of 1967-68 and 1968-69 
students. Those who had graduated and foreign students 
were excluded and the resulting output consisted of an 
alphabetized list of 1,679 full time, intramural students 
who were in attendance at the University of Alberta for 
part, or all of, the 1967-68 term and who were not enrol- 
led under any status in the fall of 1968. Graduate 
students and after-degree students, identified by degree 
codes, were crossed off the list. The first and every 
third names were selected to produce a representative 


sample of 504 undergraduate withdrawals. 


Northern Alberta Institute of Technology 


The registrar's withdrawal records for 1967-68 were 


checked with student files and the names of students who 
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withdrew during or at the end of that year were alpha- 


betized. 


The first and every alternate names of the 


list of 352 subjects were selected to compile a repre- 


sentative sample of 176 withdrawals. 


THE QUESTIONNAIRE 


A questionnaire was constructed which asked for 


information pertaining to the areas listed below: 


Lt 


wa ££ Ww 2 


8% 
9. 


Academic history in terms of matriculation and 
grades at time of withdrawal. 

Home location. 

Education and occupation of parents. 

Type of program and time of withdrawal. 
Post-withdrawal status (which contained a 
response alternative to determine transfers). 
Means by which the 1967-68 school year was 
financed. 

Nature of withdrawal (compulsory, suggested, 
or voluntary). 

Reasons for withdrawing from the institution. 


Plans to continue post-secondary education. 


The items were structured to allow the respondent to choose 


the alternative(s) which best applied to his or her situa- 


tion. A page for comments was attached at the end. 


A preliminary form of the questionnaire was com- 


pleted by nine withdrawals not included in the sample, 


following which revisions of wording and item order were 
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made. The questionnaire was modified into two forms, 
one for subjects from the University of Alberta, anda 
second one for those from the Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology. The first sixteen items were common to 
both forms. The remaining items dealt with length and 
year of program, and academic standing at time of with- 
drawal. The two institutions differed in these respects, 
consequently relevant items on the second form were 
constructed to conform to Northern Alberta Institute of 
Technology criteria. 

A separate, one page check list was drawn up to 
obtain specific information from University of Alberta 
Education students who withdrew at the end of their 
second year or later. The items dealt with level of 
certification, academic plans at time of enrollment, 
and whether the respondent was teaching at the time of 
the survey. It was felt that this data was pertinent 
to meaningful interpretation of the results of the study. 
Many of these withdrawals, being certified to teach, may 
have withdrawn in order to take a teaching position, and 
possibly this was part of their plans at the time of 
initial enrollment. They were not, therefore, strictly 
comparable with the rest of the sample. 

Recipients of questionnaires were divided into 
three groups: U of A (1), who were University of Alberta 
students from all faculties with the exception of those 


who withdrew from the Faculty of Education after completing 
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at least two years of study--Education withdrawals up to 
this point were included in this group; U of A (2), who 
were University of Alberta students who had completed at 
least two years of study in the Faculty of Education; 
NAIT, who were withdrawals from the Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology. 

Copies of the questionnaire, check list, and 


correspondence are included in Appendix A. 
COLLECTION OF DATA 


Institutional Information 

Institutional records were used to obtain home 
address, sex, marital status, length and year of program, 
matriculation average, and date of withdrawal for each 
dropout. In the case of the University of Alberta, this 
information was included on the computer output from which 
the sample was drawn. Corresponding data for Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology subjects was obtained from 


the registrar's files. 


Mailing of Questionnaires 


Questionnaires were numbered consecutively from one 
to 682 for purposes of individual identification. Letters 
A and B were used to denote University of Alberta and 
Northern Alberta Institute of Technology respectively. The 
appropriate questionnaires, and check lists if applicable, 


were mailed to all subjects along with covering letters 
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36 
explaining the nature of the study. A self-addressed, 
Stamped, return envelope was included with each question- 
naire. After a period of four weeks elapsed, a second 


questionnaire was mailed to each non-respondent. 


Handling of Returns 


Returned questionnaires which were not suitable 
for purposes of the study, such as those from students 
who transferred to another post-secondary institution, 
had a previous degree or obtained one over the summer, 
or had removed identifying numbers, were discarded. The 
tabulation of responses to the survey is shown in Table l. 

Information from institutional records and 
questionnaire responses were transferred to general pur- 


pose answer sheets for optical scoring. 
ANALYSIS OF DATA 


The data collected during the survey were analyzed 
by frequency tabulation and proportions. Chi square was 
used to test differences among proportions. These were 
considered significant at the .05 level. 


Item responses were compared in terms of: 


A Unoiek (i); vet A a2 hands: 
2, males and females, rural-urban home background, 


marital status, for the total sample and 


within each group, 
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TABLE 1 


RESPONSE TO A QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEY OF 1967-68 UNDERGRADUATE 
WITHDRAWALS FROM THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA AND THE 
NORTHERN ALBERTA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 





University of Northern Alta. 





Response Alberta Inst. of Tech. Totals 
N o N lo N 0 
1. Usable question- i 
naires 210 51.8 Git mole 307.5 345 
2. Transfers ey, ey ily) 9.6 Goa g2l.20 
3. Previous degrees 7 ate O 0.0 7 es @) 
4. Identification 
removed 5 ecaly “ “lanl #4 ee) 
5, Unanswered and/or 
undelivered 13 8.5 13 7.9 56 Sick 
6. Not returned 1Oh es «20,0 53 33 157 Oe a 
Totals  504**100.0 176"*#100.0 680 100.0 
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#113 of these were from B.Ed. students who withdrew 
at the end of second year or later. 


uu ample drawn from 1,679 withdrawals. 


aan 
Sample drawn from 352 withdrawals. 
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3. the degree to which financial need was a factor 
in withdrawal for the total sample and within 
each group--based on dropouts! ratings of the 
reason "not enough money to continue," 
4. the extent to which withdrawal was voluntary 


for the total sample and within each group. 


Chapter IV provides a description of the nature 
of the dropouts surveyed in terms of sex, marital status, 
rural-urban home background, parental education. and occu- 
pation, length of program and time of withdrawal, academic 
factors, and post-withdrawal status. Chapter V deals with 
reasons for withdrawal and plans to continue post-secondary 
education. A more detailed explanation of analysis of this 
data is included in the chapter. Data in Chapter VI con- 
cerns financial factors in withdrawal. Since summaries 
and discussions are presented in each chapter, Chapter VII 
provides a brief over-view of the survey and a very general 


discussion of results and implications. 
LIMITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 


The study was confined to a sample of dropouts who 
withdrew from the University of Alberta and the Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology during, or at the end of, 
the 1967-68 term. The concern was with dropouts only, 
and no comparison was made with students from these insti- 


tutions who continue their studies. It is not implied 
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2) 
that characteristics described are unique to students 
who withdrew. 

There is a possibility of non-response bias in 
some instances. It is recognized that students whose 
post-secondary experience was not particularly pleasant 
and/or who left with considerable antagonism toward the 
institution might be predisposed to discarding the 
questionnaire. 

Data received may have been from individuals who 
were reasonably satisfied with their decisions or who 
thought out satisfactory courses of action for the future. 
By the same token, it is reasonable to expect that 
students who were unhappy with the conditions surrounding 
withdrawal might welcome an opportunity to express their 
dissatisfaction. 

The effect of timing of the survey warrants con- 
sideration. The fact that responses were made in 
retrospect, particularly in connection with reasons for 
withdrawal, could have implications for the accuracy or 
dropouts' assessments of factors influencing their with- 
drawal. The investigator feels, however, that the time 
lapse may have served to gain a more objective description 
of reasons for withdrawal in that responses would be less 
"colored" by any emotionalism which may have initially 
surrounded withdrawal. 


A final consideration is that respondents might 
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tend to cite the more "socially acceptable" reasons for 
withdrawal and thus distort the over-all picture of 
attrition. This factor must be accepted in drawing 
conclusions from the results, as it is a function of 
this type of survey. 

With respect to the distributions tabulated, the 
totals for each group vary on occasion. This is due to 
the fact that some respondents omitted questions, thereby 


causing these discrepancies. 
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CHAPTER IV 


GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF DROPOUTS FROM 
UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA AND NAIT 


This chapter provides factual data about the nature 
of the sample of dropouts surveyed, and compares the three 
eroups, UY ofvAs{1), U of A (2), and NAIT, in terms of 
these data. The analysis presented is descriptive and it 
is not implied that the factors discussed are related to 
the causes of withdrawal from post-secondary institutions. 

Information dealing with distributions of the total 
University of Alberta undergraduate population by some of 
the characteristics examined in this chapter, was avail- 
able from the Registrar's Office. It should be remembered 
that the U of A (1) dropout group included Education 
students in their first year (excluding after-degree 
students), and dropouts from all years of all other facul- 
ties. The U of A (2) dropout group included Education 
withdrawals who had completed at least their second year. 
An attempt was made to describe 1967-68 University of 
Alberta undergraduate students on the basis of these criteria 
rather than simply the over-all student population. This 
was not entirely possible because of the way university 
statistics were tabulated. Consequently, the descriptions 


in this respect are, at best, approximations derived from 
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42 
the information provided in "Summary of statistics for 
the academic year 1967-68" (University of Alberta, 1967); 
however, the investigator felt that they at least pro- 
vided a general basis of comparison. 

Comparable information for the Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology when available, was obtained 


through personal communication with the Registrar. 


SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF DROPOUTS 


The sex of each respondent was obtained from 
institutional records. The distribution of males and 
females is tabulated in Table 2 which indicates that 
61.0 per cent of the total sample of 367 dropouts were 


males, and 39.0 per cent were females. 


TABLE 2 


SEX DISTRIBUTION OF U OF A (1), U OF A (2), 
AND NAIT DROPOUTS 





Male Female Totals 
Group N % N I N % 
U.jof. Ai (a) 219 73.0 Ak 2740 1635 elLOO Sr) 
U,,of 1A, (2,) 28 24.8 85 anni n Ba Bc nent He 9 ee) 
NAIT tel, 84.6 14 wy Oe OD 
Totals 22k ees. 14,3 Sie) a 30 ya LU. U 


X* = 93.557. af=2 p= 0.000 
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The ratio of males to females varied according to group. 
Males outnumbered females in both U of A (1) and NAIT, the 
male to female ratios being 73 per cent to 27 per cent for 
UeOpen mand ou,5 per cent to 15.4 per cent for NAIT. 
Only 14 of the 91 NAIT withdrawals were females. The sex 
ratio was reversed in U of A (2) where 75.2 per cent of 
the group were female and 24.8 per cent male. The 85 
women in this group accounted for 59.4 per cent of all 
females surveyed. 

In the undergraduate population of the University of 
Alberta, excluding all second, third, and fourth year and 
after-degree Education students, approximately 65 per cent 
were males and 35 per cent were females. Among second, 
third, and fourth year Education students, close to 40 per 
cent were males and 60 per cent females. Approximately 
80 per cent of all students in the Northern Alberta Insti- 


tute of Technology were men. 


Marital Status at Time of Withdrawal 

The marital status of each participant in the survey 
was obtained from institutional records. A tabulation of 
this information is shown in Table 3. Single students made 
up the greatest proportion of respondents and accounted for 
89.1 per cent of the total sample. This trend was evident 
in all three groups; however, U of A (2) had proportionately 
more married students than either of U of A (1) or NAIT. 


A total of only four persons were separated, widowed, or 
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Ak 
divorced and represented only 1.1 per cent of.the entire 


sample. 


TABLE 3 


MARITAL STATUS AT TIME OF WITHDRAWAL: U OF A (1) 


U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
ei et ah de cecal telah eae 


9 





Separated, 
Widowed, 
Single Married Divorced Totals 
Group N % N I N % N % 

peer etc ce emer e eee  ee, ee eee e owee es OAR 
Usoeftt Ay (ad P6the98.8 2 ave O 0.0° 163 100.0 
Ueoficdvie) 6lof 71.7 2ea 2h5it7 3 2. burdl13 100.0 
NAIT 5. 93e4 5 5w5 > igh Digs 400.0 
Total Be (POOR. 36 9.8 4 ees Oy. 100.0 
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Distribution of University of Alberta students 
by marital status according to year of program was not 
available. Approximately 85 per cent of all University 
of Alberta undergraduates were single, and close to 77 
per cent of all Education students were single. Compar- 
able information for 1967-68 students at the Institute of 
Technology was not available, however 1968-69 figures 
showed that approximately 88 per cent of the students 


were Single. 
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5 
SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS 


Rural-Urban Home Background 


This information was provided by the respondents 
who were asked to indicate whether they lived (1) ona 
farm, village, or in a town (population less than 10,000), 
or (2) in a city (population of 10,000 or more). The 
first alternative was classified as rural, the second as 
urban. Table 4 describes the rural-urban distribution 
obtained. The total sample was comprised of 57.3 per cent 
rural students and 42.7 per cent urban students. Signifi- 
cantly more of the U of A (2) dropouts (71.7 per cent), when 
compared with U of A (1) and NAIT, came from rural rather 
than urban homes. Respondents with rural backgrounds out- 
numbered those from urban areas in the NAIT group; however, 
they did so by a small margin (13.4 per centd. U of.A (1) 
dropouts were more evenly distributed with respect to this 
factor as 47.5 per cent were rural and 52.5 per cent urban. 

A complete rural-urban distribution of the total 
student populations was not available. However, approxi- 
mately 68 per cent of all U of A undergraduates whose 
homes were in Alberta, came from cities of Edmonton, Calgary, 
Lethbridge, Red Deer, and Medicine Hat. Similar data for 
Education students indicated that close to 57 per cent came 
from these cities. The only information obtainable from 
the Northern Alberta Institute of Technology was that 49 


per cent of 1967-68 students came from Edmonton. 
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TABLE & 


RURAL-URBAN DISTRIBUTION OF U OF A lA 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


re 
ene 


Group Rural Urban Totals 
N I N I N % 
Usotehn( 1) a7 7e xh 755 85 52.5 162 100.0 
UofA (210° el.) 7187 Baan 2) 113 100.0 
NAIT Dat Glee? 2 ee 90 100.0 
Totals BOO oy 156" 227 365 100.0 


Dee Weeseeen war =-2° p= 07000 


Education of Dropouts' Parents 


The questionnaire contained an item which listed 
eight levels of formal education and each withdrawal was 
asked to check the highest level attained by his or her 
father. A ninth alternative entitled "other " was pro- 
vided for cases where parental education was not known, 
or was not comparable. A similar item was included ror 
mothers' educational background. Data from these two 
items are summarized in Tables 5 and 6. Fathers of 63265 
per cent of 362 dropouts had less than a grade twelve 
education with no specialized technical or trade training. 
The most common level of fathers! education reported in 
each of the three groups was grades six to nine. This was 
the case with 43.7 per cent of NAIT dropouts, 40.2 per cent 
of those in VY of A (2) and 29.4 Per centvin Usof A (1). 
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TABLE 5 


EDUCATION OF FATHERS OF U OF A (1), 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 








Education cot AS ila) U jot A ves) NAIT Totals 
N I N % N vA N % 
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TABLE 6 


EDUCATION OF MOTHERS OF U OF A (1), 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 





Education Weg Ar Urata tz) NAIT Totals 


N N 
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By proportion, more U of A (1) fathers were high school 
graduates (11.0 per cent) and university graduates (9.8 per 
cent) than those in each of the other two groups. 

The levels of education of dropouts! mothers were 
somewhat differently proportioned than those of the fathers. 
Of the 365 mothers for whom this information was available, 
56.7 per cent had not completed grade twelve. Among the 
NAIT and U of A (2) respondents, more reported that their 
mothers had grade six to nine education than any other level. 
However, in the U of A (1) group, the educational level 
attained by the largest proportion of mothers was "some high 
school" (25.8 per cent). Eleven and one-half per cent of 
all the mothers had a university degree or some college 
training. 

Comparative data on total student populations were 


not available. 


Occupation of Parent Responsible for Family Support 


Every dropout was asked to state his or her father's 
occupation, or mother's if she was the main supporter of 
the family. Each occupation was classified into one of 
eight categories ranging from "professional" to "unskilled 
labor." Those occupations which could not be so classi- 
fied, and responses which indicated welfare support, were 
designated as "other." Although most categories are self- 
explanatory, one needing clarification is that of "service." 


In this study it refers to individuals such as, policemen, 
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postmen, and firemen. Table 7 shows that the most fre- 
quently stated parental occupation was that of farming in 
that 29.1 per cent of 361 responses fell into this classi- 
fication. Within-group comparison of occupations indicated 
that farming was reported as many, or more, times than any 
other type of occupation. Farming and managerial positions 
were the two largest categories by proportions, of U of A 
(1) parents, as each accounted for 21.6 per cent of the 
distribution. Professionals made up 17.6 per cent of this 
group. Ranked in order of proportion, major occupations of 
U of A (2) parents were: (1) farming; (2) skilled trade; 
and (3) professional. Farming, unskilled labor, and manag- 
erial positions accounted for 24.7 per cent, 15.7 per cent, 
and 13.5 per cent of NAIT parents, respectively. 

Comparative data on total student populations were 


not available. 


LENGTH OF PROGRAM AND TIME OF WITHDRAWAL 


Length of Program 


Undergraduate programs at the University of Alberta 
vary in length from two years for diploma courses such as 
Dental Hygiene to more than four years for such degree 
programs as B.Scz Nursing, Medicine, and Law. Two years 
is the maximum length of any course offered at the Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology (except where a year of 
academic up-grading is necessary). Data from the two insti- 


tutions were tabulated separately because of this difference. 
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TABLE 7 
OCCUPATIONS OF FAMILY-SUPPORTING PARENTS OF 
U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
Occupation BAcieAgi Ly Ueoie a 2) NAIT Totals 
N % N I N % N qo 





Professional 28 1736 i$ 13,26 ii (a Me 14,0 


Manager, 

Proprietor Bee eleo 8 ime SV Le2PU Ly eh lS ee 
Farmer 35 rae te 48 bauva 22 weve 2O5 2972 
Clerical 16 9.9 O 0.8 5 S.6 w2l 5.8 
Sales 7 23 5 he5 > 5e60° 917 4.7 
Service 2 132 ih 9 3 3.4 6 137 
Skilled . 

trade 19 teh 67 15 13@69 12 23:15 sh6 AR ¢"7 
Unskilled 

labor 9 5.6 9 6.2 1h pls .g.03e Gas] 
Others iE 6.8 9 Ske Ye 102° 29 8.0 
Totals T6225 e1000.0 11.0 10070 "89° 160.0 301. 160-0 
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52 
Students in both groups of U of A dropouts reported 
the length of their programs on the basis of the number of 
years normally required for completion. The results, 
compiled in Table 8, show that the majority of dropouts 
(74.6 per cent) were registered in four-year degree programs, 
and approximately one-fifth were enrolled in three-year 


degree programs. 


TABLE— § 


LENGTH OF PROGRAMS ENROLLED IN BY U OF A (1) 
AND U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 


Degree 
more than Degree Degree Diploma Diploma 
Group 4 years 4 years 3 years 3 years 2 years Totals 


N I N %  N GN. ONG ON % 
Deo owae ee OM ys NEST 5793520. 1 O26" 2°12 1631000 


U opens) Gaseronsi1s G00" 6 Hl0 ™oetoro esolen ison 
Totals TO Sb 206 en 7.6 050. 2027) sul eee G oes 
2 
NGe2083 7680 ap wep p = 0.000 


Those withdrawals in U of A (2), were, by definition in the 
four-year Bachelor of Education program. Among the U of A (1) 
dropouts, 92.1 per cent withdrew from three- and four-year 
degree programs. By far the greatest number of NAIT dropouts 
were enrolled in a two-year diploma program. Table 9 indi- 


cates that 82 of 90 respondents were in such a program while 
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a3 
only 5 left a one-year course and 3 were taking a program 


of less than one year duration. 


TABLE 9 


LENGTH OF PROGRAMS ENROLLED IN 
BY NAIT DROPOUTS 








Program N I 
2-Year Diploma 82 ta. 
1-Year Diploma 5 54.0 
Less than One Year 3 Soo 

Totals 90 100.0 


Approximately 56 per cent of all undergraduate 
students at the University of Alberta were in four-year 
programs and close to 32 per cent were in three-year 
programs. Close to 80 per cent of all courses at the 
Northern Alberta Institute of Technology are two-year 
programs and the great majority of students were 


enrolled in them. 


Time of Withdrawal 
University of Alberta programs are organized on 


the basis of an academic year whereas NAIT courses are 
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D4 
offered on the basis of quarters, three of which make up 
a school year. As a result, the time of withdrawal of 
U of A students is described in relation to the year of 
program being taken at point of withdrawal, and, in addi- 
tion, the time of year withdrawal took place. In the case 
of NAIT dropouts, time of withdrawal is reported in terms 
of the number of quarters completed. This provides a 
rough indication of withdrawal in relation to both time 
of year and progress in program. 

Among all U of A dropouts, the heaviest withdrawal 
took place during second year or later, but before the 
graduating year (64.5 per cent) as is reported in Table 10. 
These data are somewhat biased, however, by the fact that 
U of A (2) dropouts were grouped on the basis of having 
completed at least two years of study. Examination of the 
tabulation of results from U of A (1) reveals that the 
greater proportion of withdrawals took place during or at 
the end of first year (56.5 per cent). Only one person 
discontinued during graduating year and 42.9 per cent left 
during the intervening years. Among U of A (2) 95.6 per 
cent withdrew at the end of second year, and during or at 
the end of third year. 

Table 11 indicates that the majority of U of A 
dropouts left at the end of the academic year. Of the 
163 U of A (1) discontinuers, 81.6 per cent withdrew at 


the end of the year and 17.2 per cent left during the year. 
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TABLE 10 


YEAR OF PROGRAM AT TIME OF WITHDRAWAL OF 
U OF A (1) AND U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 





Second 
During or year or During 
at end of later,not grad. 
Group first year grad. year year Totals 
N % N I N % N vs 
User Ad) 92 5055 70 heed an 076 163 100.0 
Poi AS 2 O On 108 95.6 5 Vote ole LOOT 
Totals 92 fey 178 64.5 6 yaaa amma tf vans es 
2 
XxX = 96.901 di=—2 p = 0.000 
TABLE 11 


TIME OF YEAR WITHDRAWAL TOOK PLACE FOR 
U OF A (1) AND U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 





At the 
Before During end of 
Group classes the year year Totals 
N % N % N % N % 
U. Ota Zi Lee 28 eee 1335 S16 eos 100.0 
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56 
End-of-year withdrawal was slightly higher for U of A (2) 
as 96.4 per cent left at this time. 

As mentioned earlier, the NAIT academic year is 
divided into three quarters and a student entering his 
second year would be beginning the fourth quarter of his 
program. The results summarized in Table 12 show that 
56.1 per cent of NAIT dropouts withdrew sometime between 


registration and the end of the first quarter. 


TABLE 12 
NUMBER OF QUARTERS COMPLETED BY NAIT DROPOUTS 


Number of Quarters N I 
None 2 bre, 
Part of One 2h Coe 
One 2h 202k 
Two 20 eLa9 
Three 6 6.6 
Four D Dod 
Five 7 7o7 
Shelled a forente 
Totals 91 LOG, 0 





Two quarters had been completed by 21.9 per cent of the 
discontinuers and 6.6 per cent had completed a full year 
(three quarters). Fourth, fifth, and sixth quarter with- 


drawal accounted for 15.4 per cent of the sample. 
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oY 
When all University of Alberta students (excluding 
second, third, and fourth year Education students) were 
considered, approximately 42 per cent were in first year. 
Among Education students (excluding those in first year), 
approximately 47 per cent, 31 per cent, and 22 per cent 


were in second, third, and fourth years respectively. 


ACADEMIC FACTORS 


High School Matriculation Average 
Students who enroll at the University of Alberta 


must have a matriculation average of 60 per cent or higher. 
However, high school matriculation is not a requirement for 
most of the programs at the Northern Alberta Institute of 
Technology. Thirty-one of the 91 dropouts from NAIT had 
matriculation and a description of their averages is in- 
cluded in Table 13 along with similar data for U of A 


withdrawals. 


TABLE 13 
MATRICULATION AVERAGES: U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


H(80% +) A( 65-79%) B( 50-64%) Other Totals 
Group 
N  & N h N I N I N I 
U cr Mi)? Bee 38 Wo 16s Fei 965764 1Q of) Ie 163. 100.0 
U Gf ee Ue Le welente wets eabcedic, 13414 ee. te mole On dad, 100.0 
NAIT C0 6p pee Oe 7 og OO 471. 100-0 
Totals 7 ee ee ae ee ee Oe Oty (BOS... 100.0 
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The majority of dropouts in the University groups had 
attained a matriculation average of 65 per cent or higher. 
This was so for 64.4 per cent of U of A (1) and 60.4 per 
cent of U of A (2). One individual's response was categ- 
orized under "other," the reason being that he stated his 
marks are unknown. Of the 31 matriculants who withdrew 
from NAIT, 21 or 67.7 per cent had averages between 50 per 
cent and 64 per cent, and averages of 65 per cent or higher 
were reported by the remaining 32.3 per cent. 

Comparative data for total student populations were 


not available, 


Academic Standing at time of Withdrawal 


Dropouts were asked to indicate their academic 
Standings in terms of the number of courses they were 
passing or failing and in terms of overall averages (nine- 
point system for U of A students and weighted averages for 
NAIT students). The data were tabulated separately for 
U of A and NAIT. Table 14 shows that of the 273 respon- 
dents from U of A, 55.7 per cent were passing all courses 
when they withdrew. U of A (1) and U of A (2) differed 
markedly in distributions of academic averages. The 
proportion of U of A (2) dropouts who had passing grades 
was 88.5 per cent while less than one-third of the 
U of A (1) group were passing. Slightly more than one- 
half of the U of A (1) group reported failing more than 


one course, and only 5 per cent of the U of A (2) did so. 
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TABLE 14 


ACADEMIC STATUS OF U OF A (1) AND U OF A (2) 
DROPOUTS AT TIME OF WITHDRAWAL 
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Results in Table 15 indicate that 42.2 per cent of the 


NAIT withdrawals had weighted averages below 50 per cent. 








TABLE 15 
ACADEMIC STATUS OF NAIT DROPOUTS AT TIME OF 
WITHDRAWAL 
Academic Status N iA 
Failing more than one course with 
weighted average below 50% 28 3720 
Failing one course weighted average 
below 50% 10 Hla 
Failing one or more courses with 
weighted average above 50% 21 2535 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
50% - 5h% 4 7.8 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
55% - Oh% 1h L506 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
65% - 7hh 6 6.7 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
75% or higher 2 ee2 
No marks * eee 
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It was reported by 23.3 per cent that they were failing 
one or more courses but had weighted averages above 50 
per cent. Almost one-third of the group was passing all 
courses with weighted averages of 50 per cent and higher. 


Two people left before marks had been assigned. 
POST-WITHDRAWAL STATUS 


Participants in the survey were asked to state their 
post-withdrawal status in relation to their work situations. 
The questionnaire item included an alternative applying to 
transfer students, tabulation of which is not included in 
the data. The summary of results in Table 16 reveals that 
81.6 per cent of all dropouts were engaged in full time 
work, and 5.4 per cent in part time work, at the time of 


the survey. 


TABLE 16 


POST-WITHDRAWAL STATUS OF U OF A (1), U OF A (2), 
AND NAIT DROPOUTS 





Full time Part time House- Not Emp- . 
Group Work Work wife loyed Other Totals 
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Relatively few withdrawals (3.5 per cent) were unemployed. 
Seventeen women, 4.6 per cent of the sample, reported that 
they were housewives. The responses of 18 dropouts were 
recorded under "other" and explanations ere that they 
were mainly students who were hospitalized or travelling. 
The post-withdrawal status of U of A (2) withdrawals 
was examined further by asking them to state whether or not 
they were teaching. Of the 104 people who replied, 96 or 


92.3 per cent were teaching at the time of the survey. 
SUMMARY 


A summary of descriptive data in this chapter is 
presented in relation to all dropouts in the survey and 
U of A (1), Uof A (2), and NAIT withdrawals as separate 
groups. 
The majority of all dropouts surveyed: 
1. were males (61.0 per cent) 
2. were single (89.1 per cent) 
3. were from rural home backgrounds (57.3 per cent) 
4. had parents who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 63.6 per cent, 
mothers 56.7 per cent) 
5. had parents whose occupations were non- 
professional and non-managerial (70.8 per cent) 
6. were working full time at the time of the 


survey (81.6 per cent) 
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The majority of U_of A (1) dropouts: 


ie 


Z 
=i 
i 


AK EI 


were male (73.0 per cent) 

were single (98.8 per cent) 

were from urban home backgrounds (52.5 per cent) 
had fathers who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 51.7 per cent, 
mothers 49.7 per cent) U of A’(1) had’ the 
highest proportion, by group, of university 
trained parents 

had parents whose occupations were non- 
professional and non-managerial (61.1 per cent) 
were working full time at the time of the 
survey (73.6 per cent) 

were enrolled in a four-year degree program 
(5761° per’ cent) 

withdrew during or at the end of the first year 
of their programs (56.5 per cent) 

had matriculation averages from 65 per cent to 
79 per cent (61.3) 

were failing more than one course at the time 


of withdrawal (51.2 per cent) 


The majority of U_of A (2) dropouts: 


i 
ie 


were females (75.2 per cent) 
were single (71.7 per cent) although U of A (2) 
had the largest proportion of married students 


of any group 
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were from rural home backgrounds (71.1 per cent) 
had parents who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 71.4 per cent, 


mothers 61.1 per cent) 


had parents whose occupations were non-professional 


and non-managerial (79.1 per cent) 


were working full time at the time of the survey 
(94.6 per cent) and 92.3 per cent were teaching 
were enrolled in a four-year degree program 
(100.0 per cent) 

withdrew after the second year of their programs, 
but not during the year (95.6 per cent) 

had matriculation averages from 65 per cent to 79 


per cent (58.6 per cent) 


10 were passing all courses (88.5 per cent) 


The majority of NAIT dropouts: 
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were male (84.6 per cent) 

were single (93.4 per cent) 

were from rural home backgrounds (56.7 per cent) 
had parents who left school before graduating 

from grade twelve (fathers 76.0 per cent, 

mothers 64.0 per cent) 

had parents whose occupations were non-professional 
and non-managerial (78.6 per cent) 


were working: full time at the time of the survey 
(79.1 per cent) 


were enrolled in a two-year diploma program 


(91.1 per cent) 
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8. withdrew before completing three quarters 
(78.0 per cent) 
9. were non-matriculants (among the matriculants, 
67.7 per cent had averages from 50 per cent to 
64 per cent) 


10. were failing one or more courses (6525uperf cent} 


The comparisons of dropout groups with the total 
student populations resulted in the following observa- 
tions: 

l. There were approximately three times as many 
males as females in the U of A (1) dropout group, whereas 
it appears that there were close to twice as many males 
as females among the undergraduate population of the 
University of Alberta (excluding second, third, and fourth 
year, and after-degree Education students). Among Educa- 
tion students (excluding first-year students) there were 
approximately one and one-half times as many females as 
males, and within the U of A (2) dropout group there were 
three times as many females as males. The NAIT dropout 
group contained five and one-half times as many males as 
females. Among the total student population there were 
approximately four times as many men as women. 

2. Single students greatly outnumbered married 
students in all three dropout groups, as they did in the 
total student populations. 


3. Although the exact proportion cannot be determined 
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from available data, it appears that over half of the 
total student populations of the University of Alberta 
and the Northern Alberta Institute of Technology were 
from urban homes, whereas, this was true for U of A (1), 
it was the reverse among U of A (2) and NAIT dropouts. 

he The majority (74.6 per cent) of dropouts from 
the University of Alberta were in four year programs, and 
in total student population, 56.0 per cent were in such 
programs. Among all the students attending the Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology the great majority were 
taking two-year courses as were most of the dropouts surveyed. 

5. Within the U of A (1) dropout group, over one- 
half (56.5 per cent) were in first year, whereas among all 
university undergraduates (excluding second, third, and 
fourth year Education students) approximately 42 per cent 
were students in the first year of their programs. With- 
drawing at the end of second, or during or at the end of 
third year were 95.6 per cent of the U of A (2) group. 
Among comparable students in the total Faculty of Education 
population, 78 per cent were in second and third year, and 


22 per cent were in fourth year. 
DISCUSSION 


The nature of the data in this chapter prompts 
some discussion. The meaning of information dealing with 
academic standing at the time of withdrawal is somewhat 


hazy. It seems expedient to think in terms of what 
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67 
constitutes being in academic difficulty rather than only 
in terms of averages. To facilitate general understand- 
ing, the rationale behind the description of U of A 
dropouts in terms of academic standing in this survey was 
that a student who was failing more than one course at 
time of withdrawal was more-than-likely in academic dif- 
ficulty, although the degree cannot be ascertained. 
Further, a student who was failing one course only might 
have been in slight difficulty, but such a failure would 
not, in most cases, prevent him from returning to school 
the following year. In light of this framework approxi- 
mately one-half of the U of A (1) dropouts were in 
academic difficulty and another 14 per cent were in slight 
difficulty. The U of A (2) withdrawals were generally 
achieving passing grades. 

Discussion with officials of the Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology implied that a student was con- 
sidered to be in academic difficulty if he was failing 
more than one course and/or if his weighted average was 
lower than 50 per cent. In these terms approximately 42 
per cent of NAIT dropouts were in academic difficulty 
at time of withdrawal. Another 23 per cent may have been 
as they reported failure but had maintained at least a 
50 per cent weighted average. 

U of A (2) dropouts, as a group, differed consid- 


ably from U of A (1) and NAIT in many ways. One noticeable 
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difference was that females outnumbered males, as they 
did in the comparative Faculty of Education student 
population. However, there are indications that the 
female dropout rate in this group was higher than that 
of males. One feasible explanation is, that it is 
possible that women are more likely to plan to attend 
only until certification. 

U of A (2) contained the largest proportion of 
married students of any group. A consideration here 
might be that the Faculty of Education offers an oppor- 
tunity for students to become certified to teach within 
two years, and this could be of importance to those 
Supporting families. 

A substantial majority of dropouts from this 
group were from rural home backgrounds. There are many 
factors which could be related to this, however, their 
highly speculative nature prevents their inclusion in 
this discussion. However, judging from statistics 
applying to the total Education Faculty, it seems that 
rural students do not outnumber urban students. MIndica- 
tions are then that the dropout rate in U of A (2) group 
was higher for students from rural than from urban home 
backgrounds. 

Two other conditions which were unique to U of A 
(2) withdrawals were the time of withdrawal and academic 


standing. Both of these factors arise out of the basis 
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on which the group was determined. By definition, all 
U of A (2) dropouts had completed at least two years of 
education and therefore no first year withdrawals exis- 
ted in this group. The fact that certification was 
possible at the end of the second year of the B.Ed. pro- 
gram is a very plausible explanation of the heavy with- 
drawal at this time. It is further strengthened by the 
fact that 92.3 per cent of U of A (2) dropouts were 
teaching at the time of the survey. By the same token 
it is reasonable to expect that the great majority of 
these individuals were achieving satisfactorily at the 
time of withdrawal. 

All conditions unique to U of A (2) dropouts 
serve to confirm the rationale behind separating these 
withdrawals from the rest of the dropouts from the 
University of Alberta, that being that they were atypical 
of dropouts in general. Further, it was felt that their 
inclusion with other U of A dropouts might bias the 


results of the survey. 
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CHAPTER V 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL FROM, AND PLANS TO 
CONTINUE WITH, POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


INTRODUCTION 


This chapter examines some of the factors reported 
byathnecngroupslofedropotts,  Ueof AT(.1) ,mUGoftAs(2)yeand 
NAIT, as having influenced withdrawal from post-secondary 
institutions, as well as the nature and extent of plans 
to return to studies. Presentation of data dealing with 
reasons for withdrawal commences with a between-group 
comparison of the extent to which withdrawal was voluntary. 
This is followed by analyses of various reasons for drop- 
ping out and their relative importance. Data are described 
in terms of all three groups combined and also in relation 
to each group. Within this framework the reasons for 
withdrawal are further examined with respect to the follow- 
ing factors: sex, rural-urban home background, and the 
extent to which withdrawal was voluntary. In the case of 
one group, U of A (2), an analysis according to marital 
status is reported. This is not done with respect to U of A 
(1), NAIT, or the total group because the small number of 
married students renders such a description of little value. 
The last section of data deals with dropouts! plans to 


continue formal education at the post-secondary level. 
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A summary and discussion concludes the chapter. 

Data concerning reasons for withdrawal were 
obtained from the questionnaires. Sixteen possible 
reasons were listed and each recipient was asked to res- 
pond to every reason with respect to whether it; (1) did 
not apply, (2) was of some importance, or (3) was of 
major importance in leading to his or her withdrawal. 
Space was provided for listing and explanation of other 
reasons not included in the item. This method allowed 
for differences in degree of importance each factor had 
and also made it possible for an individual to present 
more than one reason for dropping out. Data were summar- 
ized for fifteen of the sixteen reasons. The one omitted 
was that of "transferred to another post-secondary 
institution" as respondents who indicated that this 
applied to them were not included in the study. 

The results of this part of the survey were examined 
with two main purposes in mind. One was to determine the 
frequently reported reasons for withdrawal and the degree 
to which they were important. This was done by describing 
the relative importance of reasons in three ways; on the 
basis of proportions of dropouts reporting each factor as 
being of major importance, of some importance, and of com- 
bined importance. The description of combined importance 
was obtained by examining the percentage of respondents 


who reported that a reason did not apply. In this respect 
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those reasons which had the smallest proportions in this 
category necessarily had the largest proportions in the 
other two categories combined, thus giving an indication 
of over-all importance. In each of the three kinds of 
descriptions, results were reported in terms of rank 
order of the five reasons reported by the greatest pro- 
portions of dropouts. Throughout the rest of the text 
these are often referred to as high ranking reasons. 
This was not to imply that reasons ranking lower than 
fifth were of no concern. The selection of the top five 
reasons was an arbitrary decision for the sake of suc- 
cinctness. Information regarding less frequently reported 
reasons may be easily obtained by referring to appropriate 
tables summarizing responses to all reasons. Since no 
statistical treatment of ranks was performed, tied ranks 
were reported as consecutive whole numbers, and the exist- 
ence of the tie is noted. This use of rank order was for 
convenience of descriptive comparisons. Differences in 
proportions between ranks vary from being fairly large to 
very small. As a result a variation of rank order does 
not, in itself, mean a substantial difference in the rela- 
tive importance of reasons. This must be determined by 
direct referral to tables summarizing relevant data or to 
graphic comparisons of high ranking reasons. 

The second purpose underlying this part of the study 


was to ascertain which reasons, irrespective of their order 
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of importance, applied differentially to dropouts 
grouped on the bases of various characteristics. This 
was determined by examining those reasons for which the 
differences among degrees of importance (based on pro- 
portions of dropouts! ratings) were statistically 
Significant at the .05 level or higher as indicated 
by Chi square analysis. Significance in this respect 
Suggested a characteristic difference in the proportion 
of dropouts for which a reason was a factor in withdrawal 
and/or a difference in the degree to which it was 


important. 
THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


This information was reported by dropouts in terms 
of the amount of administrative pressure involved in 
withdrawal. The criteria in this respect were: (1) being 
asked to withdraw, which has a compulsory connotation, 

(2) having withdrawal suggested, which implies some degree 
of individual choice, and (3) voluntary withdrawal, which 
precludes any formal administrative action. Throughout 
the remainder of this study dropouts described on the 
basis of these three conditions of withdrawal are fre- 
quently referred to as (1) compulsory withdrawals, (2) 
suggested withdrawals, and (3) voluntary withdrawals. 

Tabulations in Table 17 indicate that withdrawal 
was voluntary for the majority piironodes (75.4 per cent). 


The group having the greatest proportion of compulsory 
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dropouts was U of A (1), with 23.5 per cent. It was 
followed by NAIT with 17.6 per cent and U of A (2) with 


O.9 per cent (only ' one person). 


TABLE 17 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY AMONG 
U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 








Compulsory Suggested Voluntary 
Group Withdrawal Withdrawal Withdrawal Totals 


N 0 N 0 _N 0 N 0 
mot pire) 38 fa eh 2ee3 . G 102 62.9.9 16277 10650 
U of A (2) sb Oo iu 0.9 dt (C822) 113 100.0 





NAIT Lome sole) 15,2 63. 69.2. 91100,0 
Totals Ce ees 0 6 76 8751 366.0 100.0 
Ne = alle Cyy/8 ae ue 0 sD00 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL DROPOUTS 


A compilation of reasons and the degree of import- 
ance each was reported to have in discontinuance is given 
in Table 18. Reasons considered of major importance, in 
order of proportions of dropouts so rating them, were: 


(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "not enough money 





to continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) 
eget TEN 
"orades too low to continue"; (5) and (6) "worry over 


personal problems" and "planned to or did get married" 
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TABLE 18 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


as of Major 
| Importance 


N 0 N 0 N 0 N 0 


Lack of interest 
in courses LoVopidive rddsons 3068s 287 C.D 367 100.0 


Not enough money 
to continue LUG) 55 eu 91 24.8 80 (21.8) 367 100.0 


Made the wrong 
program@choiee o2020nb5.2 88 Lie 76 267 €200.0 





Did Not Was of Some. 


Reason Apply Importance Totals 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 212 57.8 109 £9. / LO) S225 - 367) 100.0 


Grades too low 
to continue Zo) Geeo 63 iy ee: Whe eee. woe  LOOlO 


Other Ze Wipe! 677) lS. 7S ae L000 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 289 78.8 66d "di 7a jow3imporbangey wae: 0 


Courses too 
Agee 290 79.1 68 Cae 9 225° 0367 200.0 


Had successfully 
completed de- 
sired courses 291 79.3 hot, 157 33) 9.08 3671 0G.) 


Planned to or did 
get married PSbincoryY 25 6.8 N6ed 12258t 3677Th1 0020 


Offered full 
time job 297 $81.0 2 Leen 28 726 ~ 3670510020 


Tilness (family) 342 93.2 19 bee 6 1,.65)367 ~100.0 
Illness (self) Diplge 9 $67, li 3.8 9 2.5) 307. 100.0 
Asked to leave 

for non-acad- 


emic reasons 357 97.6 2 0.5 i ie 4507.) 200.0 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 364 99.2 2 055 if 0.3 - 367° 100.90 
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(tied). A similar comparison of reasons rated “of some 
importance" revealed that the rank order was: (1) “lack 
of interest in courses"; (2) "worry over personal prob- 
lems": (3) "not enough money to continue"; (4) "courses 
too difficult": 5) “other.& On the basis of “combined 
importance the top five reasons were as follows: (1) 
tlack of interest in courses"; (2) "not enough money to 
continue": (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) 
"worry over personal problems"; (5) "grades too low to 
continue." 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


Table 19 summarizes responses from males. The five 
reasons most frequently rated "of major importance" were: 
(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "grades too low to 
continue": (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "not 
enough money to continue"; (5) "worry over personal 
problems." Among those considered to be of some impor- 
tance, “lack of interest in courses"ranked first. This 
was followed by "worry over personal problems," "made 
the wrong program choice," "not enough money to continue," 
and "courses too difficult." On the basis of combined 
importance reasons ranked as follows: (1) "lack of 
interest in courses"; (2) "made the wrong program choice": 
(3) "grades too low to continue"; (4) "worry over personal 


problems"; (5) "not enough money to continue." 
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Reason 






fack of interest 
in courses 






Made the wrong 
program choice 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 





Not enough mone 
to continue 







Courses too 
See aioe We 


Was lonely and 
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Asked to leave for 
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Decided to complete 
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TABLE 19 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL MALE DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some 
Apply 


ZL 


Tse 


96. 


98. 


Importance 


Ur BL 
Ta Bd 
4 a 
ae ten 
“ine: 
0 50 
t 4&2 

oe 
Dee ee 
ig RRA Aw 
Sar vlc 
et aint 
Si aU 
e) = 
7 2 


N 


Was of Major 
Importance 


I N 


(i 


ToOLa LS 


69 224 100.0 


60 


64 


38 


42 


One 


ZOOL 7 eek 
| Beh Oe aed 
201 eee 


Pelee eat 
Cree 4 


I 
224 


Oey) eee. 


Eine Weert i 
1 japes tS 
as ae as He 


Je40 7 223 


J, Apae ee 


100. 


100. 


100. 


LOD, 


LOO 


100; 
100. 


100. 


LOO. 


LOO. 


100). 


100. 


100. 


LOU. 


O 









vt ~ 


Dialed 7 os tees 


= ty Pe IED —— 








- > sete Rhez 


is * 


16hEM to “EsW smo, Tp ak toll, bid 
elsdo? sonsdacaml  ~“sonk¢xogml.  xleqs 


i fe & 








G.00f sss ed S.dt - G et . i 
| . : ano tw edd obsM 
0,005 Ss 6.33 Od A.YS L8  Y.ds SOL soiod® métgord 
- jae | wol ocd geben) 
O.00r ~@SS d0.88 6 SES Se ca) BOL asset snoa og 
-tsqy tevo Yrr0W 
Q,00r ss BE C.EE Ay €.0s L£L1 eneldorq Isnoe 
0.004 Ass | ) SA S £ 2 ve Css 
O,00£ ss ¥.S 5 c.8S Oc (‘Gyeyr Beast sloolttip 
bas ylonol esW 
OVOOL @sS £.& ‘ Sel  £\° “Fey WN vaqednw 
G.00f ASS d6.€ & O.21 BF 5 of PRE ; +ads0 


“ol ous 


o 
p 
.— 
> 
14 
ie | 
t. 
) 
o 
% 
= 
Bs 
os 
~e 
on 





78 

The responses of females are summarized in Table 
20. The top five reasons rated "of major importance" 
were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "planned 
to or did get married"; (3) "had successfully completed 
desired courses": (4) "lack of interest in courses"; 

(5) "made the wrong program choice." First in rank among 
the reasons considered to be of some importance was "not 
enough money to continue." This was followed by "worry 
over personal problems." "Lack of interest in courses" 
and "other," ranked third and fourth (tied), and three 
reasons, "had successfully completed desired courses," 
"made the wrong program choice," and "offered a full time 
job" ranked fifth, sixth, and seventh (tied). Ranking in 
terms of combined importance resulted in the following 
order: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "had 
successfully completed desired courses"; (3) "lack of 
interest in courses"; (4) "planned to or did get married"; 
(5) "made the wrong program choice." 

Figure 1 illustrates the relative combined impor- 
tance of high ranking reasons given by males and females. 
The first ranked reasons for each sex differed somewhat 
in proportions reporting them important. It can be seen 
that the second, third, and fourth reasons among males 
were reported in approximately the same proportions as 
was the first ranking reason among women. 
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TABLE ZO 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL FEMALE DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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81 
ranking reasons of each sex, six revealed significant 
differences between proportions of responses. Table 21 
indicates that the reasons which had importance for a 


significantly greater proportion of men than women were: 


"lack of interest in courses," "made the wrong program 
choice," “grades too low to continue," and "worry over 
personal problems." The reasons, "had successfully com- 


pleted desired courses" and "planned to or did get 
married," applied more to women than to men as is shown 
in Table 22. 

Two reasons not among the top five for either 
males or females differentiated between sexes. Table 23 
reveals that "offered a full time job" was rated import- 
ant by proportionately more women than men. Although 
"illness (family)" was not generally considered important 
by either sex, when it did apply to men it tended to be 
of some importance, while when it applied to women the 
difference between those considering it of some importance 


and of major importance was very small. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts, 
Grouped by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Table 24 summarizes the responses of dropouts 
from rural home backgrounds and discloses that the top 
five reasons considered to be of major importance were: 
(1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "grades too low 


to continue"; (3) "lack of interest in courses"; 
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TABLE 21 


DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY SEX: IMPORTANT TO 
PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
MALES THAN FEMALES 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
ex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N 6 N 6 N I N , 


"Lack of interest in courses" 


Males A lge 3360 SileasOe 69 3025 224 100.0 
Females One Oe. BV HAY T 18 L250 173 Fio0l0 


Totals Loewe e135 B80. 6 87 SON 367 100.0 
eee en ee ee ee eee 


i 
~wO 


Neen 243 df p = 0.000 


"Made the wrong program choice" 


Males LOZ mnleb wf Glee-2 Pouly 60 26.9 223 med: QOD 
Females 100 69.9 2( eLoss 16 lbs hats VS LOU re) 
Totals PAG VN RSS Pe els) eae) 76 woes 366 100.0 





Yona 2220p — dee 2 p = 0.000 


: “ ‘SB \ ; : 7 oa 7 














QUIAWAH HOIH OT @2eHOTEEH TO BYOITUSLRTeIG ~ 
OT TUATHOWMI iXae Ya ,ZMOcAaR 
JHOM YIGTAMOLTAHOWORS 


ty 7 fj OA art tah 7. bee] my 4.4 
CHdAMUYW WAHT 2 SUL APL 


a 
a 
" 


iy 








TOTBM ‘to esW smoc to eBW to bid 
99 NSS 10g ML 990s trogmi viqgAé 





ee a me et — 
> — 
# 
7 
7 
et ‘ TP 
‘ Qj mon he ? ; “Aan 
Opens G 1scti io = 
7 
— — Sa ——. —— _— — — — — — - 
: Se ea Te - ‘ 





GO. O61 aoe A or bf , oc ce +. pk : + i 
we PAL {4 Jan ©} ht Sak ae om eG Fe eolemst 


. 
a 


© 
es) 
}— 
as 
ae 
i“ 
, 
“4 
2 
a 
ow 
ae 
th 
x. 








Wane - a i 
VSOLOND MSitaoraG SuO'IW sf bam" 
= ae a ee ee 














0 -0O0L €SS 8.06 06 ‘.S £8 Pua SOL esl 
OMOE adr sits aL C.8L TS, Cid OOL sedamny 
| = 7 P i? 
GOL 88 8,08 aT OWS. BB “Sv@e BOR agave 
ae, —— teh Seve niR ot es 


| ae < 
+ ae Josvas 2 Se 
















a 












a 













eae 


eee Ay 


, 





TABLE 21 (continued) 
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Sex 
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Females 


Totals 
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Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 22 


DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY SEX: IMPORTANT TO 
PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
FEMALES THAN MALES 


en Sn ae aeaeeenne nes nna nese ESSERE 
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TABLE 23 


DISTRIBUTIONS OF REASONS NOT AMONG 
THE LOR-KLVE»BS-360 
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TABLE 24 


86 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY DROPOUTS FROM RURAL HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "had successfully 
completed desired courses." Rated as being of some impor- 
tance were: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "worry 
over personal problems"; (3) "not enough money to continue"; 
(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "courses too dif- 
ficult." In terms of combined importance the five most 
frequently reported reasons were: (1) "not enough money 
to continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (4) "worry over personal prob- 
lems"; (5) "grades too low to continue." 

Results in Table 25 indicate that the reasons of 
major importance to dropouts from urban homes ranked as 


follows: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "made 


the wrong program choice"; (3) "grades too low to con- 
tinue"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; (5) "worry 
over personal problems." Similar analysis of reasons 


of some importance resulted in the following order: 

(1) and (2) “worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; (5) "other." 


On the basis of combined importance the top five ranking 


reasons were: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (3) "worry over personal prob- 
lems"; (4) "grades too low to continue"; (5) "not enough 


money to continue." 
The percentages of dropouts from rural and urban 


homes reporting important reasons for withdrawal are 
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TABLE 25 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY DROPOUTS FROM URBAN HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 








Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N I, N % N I 

Lack of interest 

in courses Bees Le hon) 30. 50s 32,1 256. ~100,0 
Made the wrong 

program choice 77a LOS B72°2339 PA ePa o> SSG ©91.00,0 
Worry over per- 

sonal problems dP BAT ec Oe =) Ce er OO ELOO 0 
Grades too low 

to continue OOS 5707 23°22" 207 5 349* BIG 156 100.0 
Not enough money 

to continue Ope 5920) She 2155 30 19.2, 156 LOD. 0 
Other Peo pio “eles 8 oh, Cigale 100.0 


Courses too 
difficult P27rc-Slnacte 2s M263 0 In 21624. 156 100.0 


Was lonely and 
unhappy Deedee ele dl bly 5 Beeb 200.0 


Planned to or did 
get married NRE) SD Et a 205 - 12 8 bo 100 L0 


Offered full 
time job LSULA SSE APA 3 8.3 13 Bas) 150 100.0 


Had successfully 
completed de- 


sired courses R36. 874200713 8,3 | 4.5 156 100.0 
Tliness (self) Hy ie pak bay 8 Pa 5 a eae Loo 100.60 
Illness (family) 16. 9320 ce meee es) L 25608156 2 0050 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 151 96.8 Re 0.6 lL 2,02 7156 100.0 


Decided to complete 
matriculation ee ek Pare O aR Hi OPO me oG 10050 
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Tietratcdsineniewres., Except for one reason, “not 
enough money to continue," greater proportions of dropouts 
from urban than rural homes felt these reasons were impor- 
tant. 

The differences in proportions of rural and urban 
responses were statistically significant for two high 
ranking reasons, and one reason not among the top five. 
The latter, which was "had successfully completed desired 
courses," was the only factor important to a significantly 
greater proportion of rural dropouts than those from urban 
homes and the results are given in Table 26. Table 27 
reveals that "worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses," both among the top five most fre- 
quently reported reasons, were considered important in 


withdrawal by proportionately more urban than rural dropouts. 


TABLE 26 


DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "HAD SUCCESSFULLY 
COMPLETED DESIRED COURSES," BY 
RURAL-URBAN HOME BACKGROUND 








Home Back- Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 





ground Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N I N 0 N 0 
Rural Lhd as ea es Be) 26 dese 209 100.0 
Urban lepe 87.2 un 8.3 i Lo 5 156 0050 
Totals AIO (Iso re alle) 23 o.0 3655 100.0 
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TABLE 27 
DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY RURAL-URBAN HOME BACKGROUND: 


IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
URBAN, THAN RURAL, DROPOUTS 


Home Back- Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
ground Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N % N % N ig 
"Worry over personal problems" 


Rural 13 OO? a2 ee oe. 19 Sal 209... .L00..0 


Urban Sl 51. 48 30.8 rar Pe ey 1562 LOGO 
Totals file So fso 105 29.6 HOm Les 0 365. 100.0 





XG = 6.546 Hoes ee ismecy 


"Lack of interest in courses" 


Rural LO eae ie OS Ae | al Sede’, £09. 1.00.0 
Urban Dee hae Le 30.8 vii Pera ak 1562 210020 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts, Grouped 


by the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 


Table 28 describes the responses from compulsory 
dropouts and indicates that the top five reasons rated of 
major importance were: (1) "grades too low to continue"; 
(2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "made the wrong 
program choice"; (4) “worry over personal problems"; (5) 
"not enough money to continue." Similar analysis of res- 
ponses implying some importance resulted in the following 
order of reasons: (1) “lack of interest in courses"; 

(2) “worry over personal problems"; (3) "courses too dif- 
ficult"; (4) and (5) "not enough money to continue" and 

"made the wrong choice of program" (tied). Reasons rank- 

ing one to five in combined importance were: (1) "grades 

too low to continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; 

(3) “worry over personal problems"; (4) "made the wrong program 
choice”: (5) "not enough money to continue.” 

Responses of dropouts to whom withdrawal was 
suggested are tabulated in Table 29. Rank order of 
the top five reasons rated of major importance was: 

(1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "made the wrong 
program choice™;(3) "lack of interest in courses"; 
(4) "worry over personal problems"; (5) "not enough 
money to continue." Having some importance in with- 


drawal for a large proportion of this group were: 
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TABLE 28 


oP) 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY COMPULSORY DROPOUTS: 





Reason 





Grades too low 
to continue 


Lack, of -interest 
in courses 


Worry over personal 
problems 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Courses too 
ad as ls 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Planned to or did 
get married 


Illness (family) 

Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 


Thinegso(selt) 


Offered full time 
job 

Other 

Had successfully 


completed 
desired courses 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 


Did Not Was of Some 


N 


3 


a2 


Apply 
I 


96.4 


100.0 


Importance 
N % 
Ceodion & 

eh 43.7 
ee? Vu) oie 
LON eis 
16,9 2901 
1Lé> 22.2 
2. 49ed 
3 «3 
a. “¥.t 
1 des 
h = fo3 
1 ke 
3 eee) 
aan shia 
Dee @.0) 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Was of Major 
Importance Totals 


N % N % 


bG 282.7. 55- 100,0 


18 a2./ 55 400.0 
ie 20 R fbb 100.0 
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TABLE 29 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SUGGESTED DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





a 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N To N 4& N h N Ty 


Grades too low 
to continue 3 8.6 L5WeR eS T'7OGL 896%+3 FT OTOOTO 


Lack of interest 
in courses 8 PeeS, TO 155 )7 ieee wes OOO 


Worry over personal 
problems sp Be ae: me Sets BF 2EROr es 5eO 100.0 


Made the wrong 
program choice LZ Siete LO 4Usy Le pice eye ame teh we AO AFL 


Was lonely and 


unhappy 19 Sie ol Na det 3 S,07 435 "= 100.0 
Courses too 

Thais Galea) WE e 23 65.7 EE ee O O50 335. “100.0 
Not enough money 

to continue ay, dy og? Ler lite hs yee oe eS 
Offered full 

time job 30 85.7 Re et pies O Grasse Thee Ss 
Other Bu B5 af 3 8.6 fs 5) Bo Dee UU 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 31 88.5 3 8.6 Lee 62590" pee osu 


Illness (self) 32 91.4 3 8.6 0 OP 6s BLOOD 


Pianned to or did 
get married ey 91.4 z oa a Ee Ie oh ee oD 


Asked to leave for 

non-academic 

reasons 32 91.4 1 29 2 Set 25800. 
Illness (family) S35 Pons Ph Res | a! Ome OV rs 5" 10070 


Decided to complete 
matriculation ieee ayo 1 209 0 OR Eee ee keene 
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(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) and (3) "worry 


over personal problems" and "grades too low to continue" 


(tied); (4) "was lonely and unhappy"; (5) "courses too 
difficult." In terms of combined importance the top. five 
reasons were: (1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "lack 


of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over personal problems"; 
(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "was lonely and 
unhappy." 

Reasons rated according to relative importance by 


voluntary dropouts are presented in Table 30. Considered 


to be of major importance were: (1) "not enough money to 
continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (4) "planned to or did get 


married"; (5) "had successfully completed desired courses." 
The top five factors reported as being of some importance 
were: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "worry over 
personal problems"; (3) "not enough money to continue"; 

(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "other." On the 


basis of combined importance reasons ranked as follows: 


(1) "not enough money to eontinue™: (2) "lack of interest 
in courses"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) 
"worry over personal problems"; (5) "other." 


A comparison of the proportions of compulsory, 
Suggested, and voluntary dropouts reporting each high 
ranking reason as a factor in withdrawal is shown in 
Figure 3. Compulsory and suggested dropouts responded 


somewhat similarly. Voluntary dropouts reported most 
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TABLE 30 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY VOLUNTARY DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N q N Lo N 1 
Not enough money 
to continue 134 48.6 (dO a Tiga 2 5egewe 70: 100.0 


Lack of interest 


in courses 146 55.9 735 20, ly Bt 20 ey 276 200.0 


Made the wrong 
programchoice, #167 6075) 62 22.5 Le Oe 6-5 100.0 


Worry over per- 
sonal problem ey Gua) 72 A26.L Ci 966 27D) 10020 


Other Lote 7249 607 121.7 15 Soir pe 76 0020 
Had successfully 

completed 

desired secourses 9206) 74,67 438 (13.8 327411.6 9275 20050 


Planned to or did 


get married Aue AOR CO A ‘hat KA AlSeh £276 106.0 
Offered full 

time job cau = 77%6 36/41 340 26 9 2761 A000 
Was lonely and 

unhappy 221% 80.8 LO Silo. 7 9 3 30". AG. 16070 
Grades too low 

to continue Pes eo les LO in 10. LOS 276 "100-0 
Courses too 

rola y iv tea ted Fe 23 eats 360 1538 7 2.5 276° 1089.0 
Illness (family) Roe 3 TS BP eaeeea Feat Pesvae76 1.00.0 
Iliness (self) C60 **Oiee 0 RES 9 NAA 2IG6> 100.0 


Decided to complete 
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reasons, except "not enough money to continue," to a 
lesser extent than the other two groups. 

Responses to all seven high ranking reasons 
differed significantly among the three kinds of dropout 
groups. Table 31 reveals that the following reasons 
were of more importance to compulsory and suggested 
withdrawals than to voluntary dropouts; "lack of inter- 
est in courses," "grades too low to continue," "worry 
over personal problems," "made the wrong program choice." 
Results in Table 32 indicate that the reasons "other," 
"was lonely and unhappy," and "not enough money to con- 
tinue" applied mainly to voluntary withdrawals. 

Significant differences between responses of 
dropouts occurred in relation to four low ranking 
reasons. Table 33 summarizes these results. The reason 
"was asked to withdraw for non-academic reasons" was 
important to only 2.4 per cent of all dropouts and, as 
would be expected, these were among compulsory and sug- 
gested withdrawals. "Offered a full time job" was 
important proportionately to fewer compulsory withdrawals 
compared with the others, as was "had successfully com- 
pleted desired courses." "Courses too difficult" was 
considered a reason for withdrawal by a greater percent- 
age of compulsory and suggested dropouts than of those 


who withdrew voluntarily. 
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TABLE 31 


DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, 
BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY: 
IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE COMPULSORY 
AND SUGGESTED, THAN VOLUNTARY, DROPOUTS 





Extent to which 


withdrawal was Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
voluntary Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 31 (continued) 
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TABLE 32 


DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, 
BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY: 
IMPORTANT TQ PROPORTIONATELY MORE VOLUNTARY, 
THAN COMPULSORY AND SUGGESTED, DROPOUTS 








Extent to which 
withdrawal was Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
voluntary Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N vy N I N I N I 
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TABLE 33 


DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO REASONS NOT 
AMONG THE TOP FIVE, BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Type of 
Withdrawal 


Compulsory 
Suggested 


Voluntary 


Totals 
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Did Not Was of Some 
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TABLE 33 (continued) 


Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Withdrawal Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N I N % N I 
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"Had successfully completed desired courses" 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS 


A compilation of reasons and the degree of impor- 
tance each had in discontinuance of U of A (1) students 
is given in Table 34. The five reasons most frequently 
rated of major importance were: (1) "grades too low to 
continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (4) "not enough money to 
continue"; (5) "worry over personal problems." Reasons 
most often considered to be of some importance were: 

(1) and (2) "worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "was lonely and unhappy"; (5) "grades too 
low to continue.” The five reasons having most bearing 
on withdrawal in terms of combined importance were: (1) 
"lack of interest in courses"; (2) "grades too low to 
continue": (3) "worry over personal problems"; (4) "made 
the wrong choice of program"; (5) "not enough money to 


continue." 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


The responses of males are presented in Table 35. 
Five reasons rated most frequently of major importance 
were: (1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "lack of 
interest in courses"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; 
(4) “worry over personal problems"; and (5) "not enough 


money to continue." Ranking one to five in terms of being 
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TABLE 34 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 








Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N 0 N 0 N 0 N O 


hLack’of*-interest 
in courses ee 3081F 63) 38868 51 Gr} 163 100.0 


Grades too low : 
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Not enough money 
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TABLE 35 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN sy GAL v OFA DROPOUTS? 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 








Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reasons Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N to N th N 4% N % 





Lack of interest 
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of some importance were: (1) "lack of interest in courses". 
(2) "worry over personal problems"; (3) "made the wrong 
program choice"; (4) "grades too low to Contanue'. (57 
"courses too difficult." The order of reasons of combined 


importance was the same as those for the total U of A (1) 


group. 
Table 36 indicates that, among female respondents, 

reasons rated of major importance ranked as follows: (1) 

"planned to or did get married"; (2) and (3) "not enough 


money to continue" and "lack of interest in courses" (tied); 
(4) "grades too low to continue"; (5) and (6) "worry over 
personal problems" and "made the wrong program choice" (tied). 
The top five reasons considered by the greatest percentage 

to be of some importance were: (1) "worry over personal 
problems"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; (3) "lack 

of interest in courses"; (4) "was lonely and unhappy," and 

(5) "other." In relation to combined importance reasons 
ranked as follows: (1) "worry over personal problems"; (2) 
"made the wrong program choice"; (3) "lack of interest in 
courses"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; and (5) “other.” 
"Other" reasons given by women dealt with family responsibi- 
lities, pregnancy, and uncertainty about goals. 

Figure 4 shows that the proportions of males report- 
ing "lack of interest in courses" and "grades too low to 
continue," were considerably larger than those of females. 
However, for the other high ranking reasons, percentages 


by sex were somewhat similar. 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY FEMALE U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


LISTED 


Reason 
Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Other 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Planned to or did 
get married 


Courses too 
a i Sh ip A 


Offered full 
time job 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 


Illness (self) 

Illness (family) 

Asked to leave for 
non-academic 


reasons 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 


Did Not Was of Some 
Importance 


Apply 
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by sex, who reported high ranking 
reasons of importance in withdrawal. 


Figure 4, Percentages of U of A (1) dropouts, 
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Significant differences between the responses of 
males and females occurred in three instances. Only one 
reason, that of "planned to or did get married" was impor- 
tant to proportionately more women than men as is shown 
in Table 37, and it was not of general concern among women 
as a group. Two high ranking reasons were reported by 
proportionately more males than females. Table 38 indi- 
cates that "grades too low to continue" was one of these, 
and 40.4 per cent of the male respondents considered it a 
factor of major importance, while only 18.9 per cent of 
the females did so. "Lack of interest in courses" differed 
in combined importance between men and women, as 77.3 per 
cent of the men and 50 per cent of the women felt it to be 


a factor influencing withdrawal. 


TABLE 37 


U OF A (1) DROPOUTS' RESPONSES TO "PLANNED TO 
OR DID GET MARRIED," BY SEX 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 

N A N 4g N % N to 
Males TOS cos 6 Ege) 8 ervey Esp ian’ 
Females Vee 255 2 hed Lis 222 3) Pee Oe 
Totals 1/0 eO ly al 8 Leo9 LS rere r63 = 100 0 





X* = 6.586 df = 2 p = 0.015 
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TABLE 38 


DIFFERENCES IN U OF A (1) RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY SEX: IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY 
MORE MALES THAN FEMALES 





Did Not Was of Some Was:of Major 
Sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N 0 N 0 N o iN 0 


"Grades too low to continue" 


Males 38 Pi llbes siheeer dayas LS uO. Lo LOO:.0 
Females pial 20 5 ptt bullae hs Be Lore Lie 10020 
Totals 69 123 Si. Are 56, S35 che 103. 100,0 
Ve SO 105i, chp a= He= sO 
"Lack of interest in courses" 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Table 39 summarizes responses from rural dropouts. 
The top five reasons rated of major importance were: 
(1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "lack of interest 
in courses"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "not 
enough money to continue"; (5) “worry over personal prob- 
lems." Of those reasons reported having some importance, 
"worry over personal problems" ranked first, followed by 
"lack of interest in courses," "made the wrong program 
choice," "courses too difficult," and "not enough money 
to continue" and "was lonely and unhappy" (tied). On the 
basis of combined importance the order of reasons was as 
follows: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "grades 
too low to continue"; (3) "worry over personal problems"; 
(4) "made the wrong program choice™; and (5) "not enough 
money to continue." 

Responses from dropouts with urban home backgrounds 
are tabulated in Table 40. Results show that of those 


reasons considered to be of major importance, the top five 


were: (1) “lack of interest in courses"; (2) “grades too 
low to continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; 
(4) "worry over personal problems"; (5) "not enough money 


to continue." Similar analysis of reasons rated of some 
importance resulted in the following rank order: (1) 
"lack of interest in courses"; (2) "worry over personal 


problems"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "grades 
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TABLE 39 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS FROM 
RURAL HOMES: LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N % N % N % 


Lack of interest | 
“dun doueace See 35 eo 25 85 100.0 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 35 41.2 30 35.3 ev 323.5 65 “100.0 





Grades too low 
to continue 37/ Pa) alg Pd ee) 20 


Made the wrong 


85 100.0 


program choice 37 43.5 Pieces ely 65 100.0 


Not enough money 
to continue oeeore ee ly 10,5, (16° 1868 85 To0'o 


Other 62 1209 Leis ade 5 5291 855 100.0 


Was lonely and 
unhappy oe ee el oon), B Of 65" 100.0 
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Illness (family) 80 94.1 A ie 


~) 
per 
fj 
~O 
oO 
Nn 


100.0 


Had successfully 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS FROM 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


URBAN HOMES: 
Reason 
Lack of interest 


in courses 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Courses too 
daha wt 


Other 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Planned to or did 
get married 


Offered full 
time job 


Illness (family) 
Illness (self) 
Had successfully 


completed 
desired courses 


Asked to leave for 


non-academic 
reasons 


Decided to complete 


matriculation 


Did Not Was of Some 
Importance 


N 


28 


eal 


36 


38 
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a4 
OD 


56 


63 


67 
69 
13 


7h 


76 


76 


Apply 
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96.1 
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Ly 
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20 


oe 
Ly 


20 


- XN Oo 
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35-1 


1.3 


Was of Major 
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too low to continue"; and (5) "was lonely and unhappy." 
On the basis of combined importance, urban dropouts con- 
sidered "lack of interest in courses," as being the most 
important factor in withdrawal. This was followed by 
"worry over nersonal problems," which ranked second. 
"Grades too low to continue" ranked third as did "made the 
wrong choice." Ranking fifth was "not enough money to 
continue.” 

Figure 5 illustrates that dropouts from rural and 
urban home backgrounds tended to respond to high ranking 
reasons in about the same proportions. 

Although the rank order of reasons varied between 
these two groups of dropouts, the differences in responses 


were not statistically significant at the .05 level. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts, 
Grouped by the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 


The distribution of responses from compulsory 
dropouts is presented in Table 41. The reason considered 
to be of major importance by the greatest proportion of 
this group was "grades too low to continue." Among the 
entire group, 92.1 per cent rated it so. The second, 
third, fourth, and fifth ranking reasons were: “lack of 
interest in courses"; "made the wrong program choice"; 
"worry over personal problems"; and "not enough money to 
continue." Among reasons deemed to be of some importance, 
"lack of interest in courses" ranked first, followed by 


"worry over personal problems," “courses too difficult," 
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Percentages of U of A (1) dropouts, 
by rural-urban home background, who 
reported high ranking reasons of 
importance in withdrawal. 
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TABLE 41 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY COMPULSORY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N jh Nf N ~ oN fh 


Grades too low 
to continue O O<0) 3 7.9 35 O48 - 364 1O0R0 


Lack of interest 
in courses 8 2 did, ie dig ee) 13 34.2 38 100.0 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 13 Shee LD aes | Je eSsie Doe Leo. 


Made the wrong 
Peoteebec Noles Oloe 3O 5 eho 1 30, 60438.. 100.0 


Courses too 
Cater a G 24 63.2 iS Pie pales 9 Fee i £.0 36 10040 


Not enough money 
to continue 26. eObes 0 me 3 LG al tie LOO aD 


Was lonely and 
unhappy Se OOue he eo ih 2.0°° 35 10060 


Planned to or did 
get married 3h. 189.6 ero 3 lee. 100. OU 


Tlinesswi family). ..3420"89.5 Be) tuk 1 2. 6. 38 LODO 
Illness (self) 35 O21 3 7.0 0 0.0. 38a 100.0 


Offered full 
time job 36 94.8 O Ue 2 Sk - OBE IGOR 


Asked to leave for 
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reasons 36 9L.8 l 2.0 l AO Soe Looe) 


Other by; J (ah 1 A226 O 0.0) 38%-100,0 
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desired courses 37 97.4 ihaag wag) 0 0.0; Shs 100.0 
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"made the wrong program choice," and "not enough money to 
continue." Qn the basis of combined importance, reasons 
ranked as follows: (1) "grades too low to continue"; 
(2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over per- 
sonal problems"; (4) "made the wrong program choice"; 
Lp /encourees. too. difficult," 

Table 42 describes the responses of suggested 
withdrawals. It should be noted that only twenty-two 
individuals fall into this category. The top five reasons 
rated of major importance were: (1) "grades too low to 
continue"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; (3) and 


(4) “lack of interest in courses" and "worry over per- 


sonal problems" (tied); (5) and (6) "not enough money to 
continue" and "other" (tied). Those reasons considered 
to be of some importance, in rank order were: (1) and 


(2) “worry over personal problems" and "lack of interest 
in courses" (tied); (3) "grades too low to continue"; 
(4) "courses too difficult"; (5) "was lonely and unhappy." 
Ranked on the basis of combined importance the top five 
reasons were: (1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) and 
(3) "lack of interest in courses" and "worry over personal 
problems" (tied); (4) "made the wrong program choice"; and 
(5) "was lonely and unhappy." 

Among voluntary withdrawals, whose responses are 
Summarized in Table 43, the rank order of reasons re- 
ported as being of major importance was: (1) "lack of 


interest in courses"; (2) "not enough money to continue"; 
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TABLE 42 
REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SUGGESTED U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N I N I N % 

Grades too low 

tO continue O OO 9 HO, 2137 2 S90 e Le WOOO 
Worry over per= 

sonal problems Sin en elle Fogle BO 227. sme + Be tO0.0 
Lack of interest 

in courses 6 PgR 10 hood C27 222 °100,0 
Made the wrong 

program choice 9 4h0.9 Bese... 3 7423 ee weer? 7100.0 
Was lonely and 

unhappy 13 59.1 S 6o.54 & 2.6 122 100.0 
Courses too 

ai fiveuLt 1k 63.6 g B6.% O 0 ze, AD0.0 
Offered full 

time job ie ie cies 5 22.0 8  ®.0 22 100.0 
Other Ly Lig 3 136 2 9.0 Ze 110050 
Not enough money 

to continue La, wile ty 3 ana : 9.0 227 8106.0 
Illness: (self) 20 91.0 2 9.0 O O20 (iter ALO) OREO 


Planned to or did 
get married 20 91.0 ak keg 5 1 iia Ze A0G,0 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 20 0170 2 9.0 OQ 20) Ze ot00.0 


Illness (family) ome 95.5 1 lead re sO pe 10080 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons be =D D) 0 ania) O D.40 me i000 


Decided to complete 
matriculation me L000 O 0.0 O 0.0 £2. 100.0 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY VOLUNTARY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 








Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N an N I N I N % 

Lack of interest 4 

in courses 2D amelie 3 Lust SNE DORIS B0abeelLO2e 100.0 
Made the wrong 

program choice Dy ope) 33 Gio Ede Laie (LU ee O07 0 
Worry over per- 

sonal problems vie Be Bil SOs Malet ork 2: Urol oemetoo.0 
Not enough money 

to continue 7 eee) ar ZANE 23 Peas 102. BOO, O 
Other 6h, bz. 6 30 PAs hy is 8 TaD Oem 100W0 
Grades too low 

to continue ieee OL een Alice 2 7 See lOensl00.0 
Was lonely and 

unhappy eae (LO Pe ek Geakme  e Oe LOO 
Courses too 

di fiieulLy 81 79 4 19 Natale 2 Red S102 GeO .0 
Planned to or did 

get married Se, On 6 9) i ok, hse eeu 
Offered full 

time job 92 90.2 % 6.9 2 Leone bQ2 100.0 
Illness (family) 94 92.4 ¢ 6.9 a 169.4102. 100.0 
Illness (self) 95 93.1 5 hed 2 Ze0y L02_. 100.0 
Had successfully 

completed 

desired courses 97 95 wa e 209 * Z2vQwalQ@2 100.0 
Decided to complete 

matriculation Los 99.0 i 10 O Ue O20 100.0 
Asked to leave for 

non-academic 

reasons ioe LO0s0 O 0.0 O Oe Ue 100.0 
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beh 
(3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "planned to or 
did get married"; (5) "worry over personal problems." 
Similar analysis of reasons rated as of some importance 
resulted in the following ranking: (1) "worry over 
personal problems"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; 
(3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "other": 
(5)"was lonely and unhappy." When combined importance 
was taken into consideration, the top five reasons were: 
(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) and (3) "made the 
wrong program choice" and "worry over personal problems" 
(tied); "not enough money to continue"; and (5) "other." 

Figure 6 shows that when responses of compulsory, 
suggested, and voluntary dropouts were compared, it was 
found that compulsory and suggested withdrawals tended 
to respond to high ranking reasons in similar propor- 
tions, whereas, voluntary dropouts differed somewhat 
from the others. 

Proportions of responses for only three of all 
fifteen listed reasons differed significantly. The two 
of these which were high ranking reasons were "grades 
too low to continue”™ and "other." Table 44 indicates 
that low grades were important to proportionately more 
compulsory and suggested dropouts than voluntary with- 
drawals. The latter group and suggested withdrawals 


reported "other" reasons more often than compulsory 
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Figure 6, Percentages of U of A (1) dropouts, by the extent to which 
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dropouts, as is shown in Table 45. Table 46 reveals that sug- 
gested dropouts gave "offered a full time job" as a reason 


for withdrawal more frequently than did the other two groups. 


TABLE 44 
U OF A (1) DROPOUTS' RESPONSES TO "GRADES TOO LOW 
TO CONTINUE," BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Type of Apply Importance Importance Totals 
Withdrawal N d, N y) N d, N d 
Compulsory O 0.0 3 7-94f 354 92. =38,0200.0 
Suggested O 0.0 OP 6 a” ea BOL Ie. lL 0Ua0 
Voluntary 69 67.6 AS 2he5 8 7. GL Lo. 
Totals 69 42.6 by Tee. 36 50 INO Ue LOOse 
Y* = 108.868 df=4 p= 0.000 
TABLE 45 


U OF A (1) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "OTHER," BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Type of Apply Importance Importance Totals 


Withdrawal N d, N I N I N I 


Compulsoryne 37 eo 97. lanee,6 O 9, Ononss £d00.0 
Suggested LZ Thee ER 2 ora ie | Oe) 


Voluntary Ol 62.6 SOY ek. 8 Teo 02 FL 00.0 


Totals eee Cie eS IGO 00k. Whe a Se 100.0 
\¥° = 17.851 df =k p = 0.003 
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TABLE 46 


U OF A (1) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "OFFERED A FULL 
TIME JOB," BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 
SS eee 
0—oOoaDnO0O)lananaS eo 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Type of Apply Importance Importance Totals 

Withdrawal N d, N d N d, N d, 

Compulsory 36 94.7 O OF 2 5.3 3 100750 

Suggested Peta ats O O20 22-100 20 

Voluntary 92 90.2 Yaa 3 3 fed 102 100.0 

Totals 145 89.5 ie fey! D FL VOLE ALOOO 
x? = 11.585 she eet p = 0.020 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 


Table 47 indicates that the reason deemed to be of 
major importance to the greatest proportion of U of A (2) 
dropouts was "not enough money to continue." Other factors 


which were reported to be of major importance were, in 


order of proportion: "had successfully completed desired 

p 
courses"; "planned to or did get married"; "offered a full 
time job"; "lack of interest in courses." Of those reasons 


judged to be of some importance, "not enough money to-con- 
tinue" ranked first. This was followed by “had success- 
fully completed desired courses," "offered a full time job," 
"other," and "lack of interest in courses." Reasons which 


were described as "other" largely involved commitment to 
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TABLE 47 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N I, N q, N I 





Not enough money 
to continue 3.9 Shire ae Os, BOM Bons 3 O00. 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 51 oa oh emer as ea AD ae Date ds: Le 


Offered a full 


time job 69 apheg! Pie foe eo pelos 13° 100.0 
Planned to. or did 

get married Sl an7ley some imsostange, tons’ onderaobno 
Other 8h His ly rueTeai .2 5 AS LAMB E008 0 


Lack® of interest 
in courses 85 Cy ae LSy 15.9 10 BS? 12 20090 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 93 82.3 17eras .0 3 aay 2428 200.0 


Made the wrong 
program choice 95 84.1 12 10.6 Olson oe 113 luo. 


Was lonely and 
unhappy o7iosslér Tanwealaedy es 14 .6ncwi3in00.0 


Grades too low 
to continue 108°. 9556 ow ia Ss Dy | Leger es pte 


Illness (family) 109 96.4 (2 pre i Loy Lisa 0, 0 


Courses too 
datircnid 109 96.4 4 326 O Oe@ jah5. 100.0 


Illness (self) 110 a | 4 0.9 2 Agsingl6f100.0 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons dase LODTO O 0.0 O 0 Osnlisuids.0 


Decided to complete 
matriculation TI Se a O ore) O O02 lis. 10020 
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school boards in the form of bursaries, sabbatical leave, 
and leave of absence. On the basis of combined importance, 
the rank order of main reasons was: (1) "not enough money 
to continue"; (2) "had successfully completed desired 
courses"; (3) "offered a full time job"; (4) "planned to 


or did get married"; and (5) "lack of interest in courses." 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


Table 48 summarizes the responses given by male drop- 
outs. Due to the small numbers included in the categories 
of major importance and of some importance, rank orders in 
each have little meaning. In terms of combined importance 
reasons ranked as follows: (1) "not enough money to con- 
tinue"; (2) "had successfully completed desired Colrses 
(3) and (4) "made the wrong program choice" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied}; and (5) "offered.a full 
time job." 

The distribution for female dropouts is shown in 
Table 49. Among reasons rated of major importance the 
top five were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) 
"had successfully completed desired courses"; (3) "planned 
to or did get married"; (4) “offered a full time job"; 

(5) "lack of interest in courses." Similar ranking of 
reasons considered to be of some importance resulted in 
the following order: (1) "not enough money to continue"; 


(2) "had successfully completed desired courses"; 
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TABLE 48 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY MALE U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N I N q N I 
Not enough money 
to continue 6 Al oh SP ty aaak 13 4O.k 26 100.0 





Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 15 ie Pa DO, 326 Lm Liam 3 28 4100.0 


Made the wrong 
program choice 18 64.3 aoe O be J0e/e 28 1100.0 


Lack of interest 
in courses 18 64.3 7. Ages a “yew Westie, 26 400.0 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 20 fibog ee lie 3” L037 rd oF OS be bate 


Offered a full 


time job 20 Tod Sel Oy fd af 1007 26. 1000 
Was lonely and 

unhappy 23 weal 4 14.3 1 3.0 “4 es i Dee 
Other 23 S25. Le La oI 35°6 26 160.0 
Planned to or did 

get married Oe a ja Pees 34 clOe/~ -28;7 400.0 
Grades too low 

to continue 25 89.3 Hi ao 2 gral 23 100.9 
Illness (self) Zi 96.4 v Bec O 0.0 26 100.0 


Illness (family) Lf 96.4 Ai 300 O O60 28 100.08 


Courses too 
aie ne a ks Ew APP RLOle Ms O 0.0 O One O 28 100.0 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 28 al 00.0 O 0.0 O 0.0 2s 100.90 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 25 ae lL V0.0 O 0.0 O 0.0 ao 100.0 
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TABLE 49 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY FEMALE U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N I, N I, N % 





Not enough money 
to continue Ba Beeee 25 B29ed: Ci melese 35° 1.0050 


Had successfully 


completed desired 36 ee ele (28.2 eye vei 65 2 100,0 
courses 


Offered a full 


time job 9 Sh 6 ae rashes) Wwe 65 00,0 
Planned toor did 

get married Se ek SPU Given Ae epi hee 
Other py Mlangs: pee eo in bey Shee 10050 
Lack of interest 

in courses G7 PETESS ‘LIL 29 7 Go2. 859° 200. 0 
Worry over per- 

sonal problems Vooreon “le lie OUT 0 S50. 
Was lonely and 

unhappy 7 ie Gi ae). £0 21s ah ae 85°. 00.0 
Made the wrong 

program choice LI EIO 86 5 ee) Bess Oo elo. 
Courses too 

dV culy Sl 95.3 in titers, O Oo0 <5 219070 
Illness (family) 82 96.5 Hi diggs Zz Lek “Goal OOEe 
Illness (self) SS Pemls gaa 0... 70.0 2) eee LOU a 


Grades to low 
to continue 830i O76 ? Baz i WwAmMess 100.0 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 85 100.0 0 Oi. @ Gy rns S65: 100.0 


Decided to complete 
matriculation a 56 LOURO O O.0 O 0.0 ~85". 106.0 


eee SSL rea nee ee 


Sat 





a or | + iY 
seTvOIORE (S) A 100 aa VIO TAWASONT ay 5 puoeAS 
SOMATHOSN cago 2 1 i 9 Agee oat: a apm 


5 sa PRO = aa Sg ee ase | 


| 10tsM to esW ome? to iF 
eletoT sondttogml once 0 as sy nosso 





¥ fi x “l ® | Vi ¥ u _— er 
| yectom dayone Jou 
0.008 <8 @.2€ YS. #88 @S Bek G6 sunisinos of. 
O.00r 28 §.eS e@S S.88 AS ASH BE Ripa cr a 
| | | iwi 's bete?i0 

QO,00E 88 <.of gf eS SS aiye ee dot omit 
bib 10 09, bennaL4 

GO.00£ @8 J.88 eC£L d0L @ L598 Ye beitism teg 
O,00L @8 Vo. A £0508 Saf 20 tel F07 
testesat. ee 
Q0,00L @8 $.6 e.St IL 8.89 $8 nye Bag ee 
- T9vo. We 

O.00L 2&8 0.0 0 Lil Sh ORB oF ame q I{snoe 









O00! se SJE f° See Oe La 
OOOr ee e.€ € Oe 2 O.0R TF 


O.00f 2 0.0 O oe Ge €.2e@ £8 
oe. fh | Se eee 
d.F8" oe 


129 
(3) “offered a full time job"; (4) "other"; (5) "worry 
over personal problems." In terms of combined importance 
"not enough money to continue" ranked first. This was 
followed by "had successfully completed desired courses," 
Noffered a full time job," “planned\to or did get 
married," and "other." 

In comparing responses of males and females it 
was found that there was considerable variation in pro- 
portions of each sex reporting high ranking reasons tor 
withdrawal, as is shown graphically in Figure 7. 

Responses to two of the fifteen listed reasons, 
both in the top five, differed significantly between men 
and women. Table 50 reveals that men tended to consider 
"worry over personal problems" and "made the wrong program 
choice" important factors in withdrawal more frequently 


than did women. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Responses from U of A (2) dropouts from rural home 
backgrounds are shown in Table 51. Of those reasons rated 
of major importance in withdrawal, the top five in rank 
order were: (1) "not enough money to continue”; (2) "had 
successfully completed desired courses"; (3) "planned to 
or did get married"; (4) “offered a full time job"; (34 
"other." The last two were reported by only nine and 


four people, respectively. The first and second ranking 
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Figure 7. Percentages of U of A (2) dropouts, by sex, who reported high 


ranking reasons of importance in withdrawal. 
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reasons rated as being of some importance were the same 

as those described in the preceding category. Ranking 
third was “offered a full time job." The reasons rank- 
ing fourth and fifth were "lack of interest in courses" 
and "worry over personal problems" (tied). On the basis 
of combined importance, reasons ranked as follows: (1) 
"not enough money to continue"; (2) "had successfully 
completed desired courses"; (3) "offered a full time job"; 
(4) “planned to or did get married "; (5) and (6) "lack 
of interest in courses" and "other" (tied). 

Table 52 gives the distribution of responses from 
dropouts from urban homes. Rated of major importance 
were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) “offered 
aetule) Gimepjobp™: (3) and (4) “lack of interest in 
courses" and "planned to or did get married" (tied); 

(5) "made the wrong program choice." First among reasons 
rated of some importance was "other." Reasons ranking 
second and third were "not enough money to continue” and 
"had successfully completed desired courses" (tied). 


Fourth and fifth were "offered a full time job" and "lack 


of interest in courses." On the basis of combined 
importance the top five reasons were: (1) "not enough 
money to continue"; (2) “offered a full time job"; (3) 


and (4) "had successfully completed desired courses" and 
Wother"™ (tied); (5) "lack of interest in courses." 


Figure 8 shows that proportions of rural dropouts 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS FROM 


URBAN HOMES: 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


eS 


Reason 


Did Not Was of Some 
Apply 


I 


Was of Major 


Importance Totals 


% 


N 


TT eee 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Offered a full 
time job 


Had successfully 
. completed 
desired courses 


Other 


Lack fof interest 
in courses 


Planned to or did 


get married 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Iliness (family) 
Illness (self) 


Courses too 
Girt rculty 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Asked to leave for 


non-academic 
reasons 


Decided to complete 


matriculation 


2 


18 


aR, 


19 


20 


23 


2h 


27 


29 
J. 
3h 


ey 


De 


i 


Be 


84.4 


90.6 
96.9 
96.9 


96.9 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Importance 
Neos 
1G) eed a0) 
Go lo.e 
es La 
iris HAS 
Sh es 
2 DD 
3 ¥ Oe 
emer erse) 
20 SDS 
QO, “0.0 
O° G20 
if Cyl 
G.ng O@ 
oe O50 
om 0.0 


9 


0 


2OsL 


25.0 


94 


ork 


Alay 


0.0 


0.0 


bi3 


bY 


We 
32 


BZ 
Be 
32 


Ve 


Be 


BY 


Bk 


100.0 


100.0 






| “oC eM to eeW amoe to ome tom bia 
elstoT sonstroqmI sonsdroqml viqgA 





G06 -Sé £388 e Le GF. sha - 20 2 euntinos og 


| | Lin? 8 20 

0.001 S& O,es 8 8.81 9 So? 6° sf, bene 

anal eet A py 

: MOD . 

Ovoor Ss€ y.e € €. 5c OF  geae ecee serntee baa eeb 

0,00! S& £.¢.-2 o.9€ “SE €.07 ) OD niece 
} Jeeregnat to daosl 
O,00f St @.f8 9 0.e@L. 2 ¢.S0 Of septifon ft : 
bib 10 ot bennsl4 

O,00L SE S.fs ee Ss B.1F es  bebviem tog 


| teas, eds ebsM 
O.,00L SE od.ef é@ #2 € O.ey & 89 Bi sy en 


or 


a1 ow 
O,00L SE I6€ f ry See a.98 VS sdiatdckars Tenth. 


 )a8 dteneonsh 
agednw 
7 le ba aia 


; : . aod hail ; 
O00 SE L.€ I 0.0 0  2.8@ 16 4 ifee) suentcs 


O,@OL SE T.e. £ an: ee 0,0@ @& 





LoD 





100-- 


8 urban 


Z ihe stil 





a8ejuse0 aod 


ray 0 


3s0103UT 
JO Woe] 


o3etiiew 


gol 
owt I-T INF 


sasinoo 
peje Tduoo 


Aououw 
ysnoua jou 


Figure 8. Percentages of U of A (2) dropouts, by 


rural-urban home background, who 
reported high ranking reasons of 


importance in withdrawal. 
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who gave high ranking reasons differed somewhat from those 
from urban homes, even in respect to the reason mot 
enough money to continue," which was ranked first by both 
groups. 

Dropouts from rural and urban home backgrounds 
differed significantly in their responses to three of the 
fifteen listed reasons, two of which were in the top five. 
Table 53 reveals that "had successfully completed desired 
courses" applied more to students from rural homes than 
those from urban areas. The reason "other," had import- 
ance for proportionately more urban that rural dropouts. 
Table 54 indicates that, although "made the wrong program 
choice" was not a reason considered important by the 
Majority of either group, it did tend to apply more to 


urban dropouts than to those from rural homes. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, by 
the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 
A description of data in these terms was not in- 
cluded as, according to Table 17, page 74, all but two 
dropouts were voluntary. The distribution would be 


almost the same as that for the total group. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Marital Status 
A total of 81 dropouts in this group were single and 


29 indicated that they were married (Table 3, page 44). 
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TABLE 53 


DISTRIBUTION OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES 
TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND 
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TABLE 54 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO 
"MADE THE WRONG PROGRAM CHOICE," 
BY RURAL-URBAN HOME BACKGROUND 


TT LD 
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In analyzing the reasons by marital status, the responses 
of those who stated that they were separated, divorced, 
or widowed (three people) were included in the married 
group. 

Table 55 summarizes the responses from single drop- 
outs and reveals that five reasons most frequently con- 
sidered to be of major importance were: (1) "not enough 
money to continue"; (2) "planned to or did get married"; 
(3) "had successfully completed desired courses"; 
fee Weck of interest in courses"; (5) “offered a full 
time job." Similar analysis of reasons judged to be of 
some importance in influencing withdrawal were: (1) 

Mot enough money to continue"; (2) "had successfully 
completed desired courses"; (3) "offered a full time yearn: 
(4) "other"; (5) "lack of interest in courses." In terms 
of combined importance the top five reasons were: {3} 

"not enough money to continue"; (2) "had successfully com- 
pleted desired courses"; (3) and (4) "offered a full time 
job" and "planned to or did get married" (tied); (5) "lack 
of interest in courses." 

Information from married dropouts, shown in Table 
56 indicates that those reasons having major importance 
were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "offered 
a full time job"; (3) "had successfully completed 
desired courses"; (4) and (5) "planned to or did get mar- 
ried" and "other" (tied). The last two were each rated 


important by only two people. The rank order of reasons 
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TABLE 55 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SINGLE U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 








Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N q N % N aaent % 
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TABLE 56 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY MARRIED U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N & Ny  2ey, N to 
Not enough money 
Oo cOnuiauG 9 Zon Goon y 7 (53.1) Be 20,0 
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Was lonely and 
unhappy Bush Oe O 0 QO. 0 eps 32+4 100.0 


Courses too 
At tI LCuL. See MOU D 0 ed O ‘J eel se LOU0.0 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 3 LW O oY e, O cal 32 2L00;,0 


Decided to complete 
matriculation B2, 100,50 0 0.0 @) ce S27 100.0 
ee ee eat ae 





elstoT 


TOo~sM to es8W emo® to asW sow bid 


ul 


sons drogml 


sonetroqmi 
Ok 





Se 
SE 


game. LE. GSE OF 
eve. - Si. Qt. i@ 
ie” os Coal 4 
oe 6S Ae € 
Oe ~~ pe € 
biek:° of fot ft 
0.0 0 fe . 6s 
aie, os 0.0 Q 
at. vi 0.0 0 
1 a) 0.0 0 


ie 7 


Ary: i a X an : 


vigqga 

x du 
0.88 @ 
Heh if 
©.0i ef 
€.f8 @& 
A.W8 FS 
0,08 es 
8.€2  O€ 
8.2 O€ 
@.de L€ 
e.0@  L€ 
' 0,00L “Se 





a cas 


— 
srw id HES 


\ieiaeeans batt 
esas ber b 


tert web 
List 8 berettO 
es dot ette i 
oY 7 As) | 
| & sores 
bib to ot bennsld 
aed Eo ae Jog - ~ 


199 eve: aie 
emo ldoxrq fatos : 


(yLimat) even Lit 


jel sOAX 


a or a eaF 


(tLee) eeemffI 


wol ood esbs1d 
eunismoo ot 


Oo Necaaaa 





nua ettt 





Lhe 
reported to be of some importance was: (1) "had success- 
fully completed desired courses"; (2) "not enough money 
to continue"; (3) "offered a full time job"; (4) "other"; 
(5) and (6) "planned to or did get married" and "worry 
over personal problems" (tied). Relatively few people 
(three in each case) rated the last two reasons of some 
importance. On the basis of combined importance the 
reason most frequently reported as a factor in with- 
drawal was "not enough money to continue." This was 
followed by "had successfully completed desired courses," 
Nortered a tull time-job,"? 4~"other," and "planned to or 
did. get married." 

Figure 9 illustrates that, although the first 
three reasons given by each group were the same, propor- 
tions of responses varied considerably between single 
and married dropouts. 

Differences in responses given by single and 
married students were statistically significant in only 
two instances. Table 57 indicates that the reason 
Noffered a full time job" was considered an important 
factor by proportionately more married than single 
dropouts and it tended to be of major importance. Table 
58 reveals that "made the wrong program choice," not a 
high ranking reason, did not apply to any married drop- 
outs, while 21.0 per cent of the single respondents 


considered it a factor in withdrawal. 
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Figure 9. Percentages of U of A (2) dropouts, by 


marital status, who reported high 
ranking reasons of importance in 


withdrawal. 
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TABLE 57 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "OFFERED A FULL 
TIME JOB," BY MARITAL STATUS 


ee 
ee 


Marital Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Status Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N N to N to 





Single Bled ee. 1/ ae ng % oad) Slap1O0 se 
Married eee Oe 3 5 Ven? ae eRe 3h) 24) 000.0 
Divorced La O 0,0 O ORs, tn dS 
Widowed O 0.0 O 0.0 A 8) OS BOLO SY 


Totals 69 eee EA 2S ae doe Oh WSyoe Les ro0.0 





2 
SS ae df = 6 by = .U00 


TABLE 58 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "MADE THE WRONG 
PROGRAM CHOICE," BY MARITAL STATUS 








Marital Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Status Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N I N % N I 
Single 64, a .G 12 14.8 5 gm See Os ru 
Married 29 100.0 O 0.0 O 0.0 eo rOgeo 
Divorced EVES TO O Gru O 0.0 hia 46 0S 8) 
Widowed 1 Sore O 0.0 i aT Empl din 6 y-g 8) 
Totals 95 8ho1 12 10.6 6 ae el 1.0050 


2 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS 


Data in Table 59 indicate that the rank order of 
the first five reasons reported as being of major impor- 
tance was: (1) "made the wrong program choice"; (2) 
"lack of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over personal 
problems"; (4) "grades too lowto continue"; (5) "not 
enough money to continue." Similar ranking of reasons 


deemed to be of some importance resulted in the follow- 


ing order: (1) “lack of interest in courses"; (2) "worry 
over personal problems"; (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "courses too difficult"; (5) and (6) "grades 


too low to continue" and "not enough money to continue" 
(tied). When the degrees of importance were combined, 
the rank order of reasons was the same as for those re- 


ported as being of major importance. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


Responses of males are presented in Table 60. ,Of 
major importance to the greatest proportion of men were 
the following reasons: (1)"made the wrong program choice"; 
(2) “lack of interest in courses"; (3) and (4) "worry 
over personal problems" and "grades too low to continue" 
(tied); (5) "not enough money to continue." The top five 


reasons rated of some importance were; 
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TABLE 59 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Eee oe 


ooo EEO 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N I N % N I 
Made the wrong 
program choice 31 38h 26: 26.9 33 306.7 989 10040 


Lack of interest 
in courses 33 BO.e 32 35.2 26 28.60 944 10020 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 47 bA.b 29 31.9 16. 16.5 929 10840 


Grades too low 
to continue 53 58.2 2a 25.8 15 16.5 9%7- 1060 


Not enough money 
to continue ay 62.6 25 86.0 1A 412.2 949 10060 


Courses too 
Gibpicuse 61 67.9 ph 620.4 6 5.6 947 10050 


Was lonely and 
unhappy fe 79.1 le <dg.4 7 7.2%. Sho 10650 


Planned to or did 
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Other Sl 89.0 8 g 2 2.2 Yio 108.0 
Offered a tull 
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Illness (family) 83 lie 6 6.6 2 2.2 Sl 100.0 
Asked to leave for 

non-academic 

reasons 83 On. a " a 6 6.7% Jha 10000 


Had successfully 
completed 
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TABLE 60 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY MALE NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


se ee eer 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N I N I, N Ip 


Lack of interest 
in courses POn0372:6 eee Cie 5; cane vee, 0 


Made the wrong 
program choice Ae se 20.) 2060 Oe 70. 100;,0 


Worry over .per— 
sonal problems 39 50.6 i Laie ieee SPO Ate Re 


Grades too low 


to continue L5 55.4 tS 23.48 Wire ee cee Td 00,0 
Not enough money 

cos contLinme iS) O26 3 20 ee OA Oy > lela c/, [TCS OG) 
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qitTicult Dip gel Ge cree D apes ii) Suet E@) Ops 8) 
Was lonely and 

unhappy Giles 796% Dean Eee L ae. ioe LOO. O 
Other SGea 1S Gas id sau 2 Dab) Tia LOO 


Offered a full 
time job 69 89.6 - eae 6 (ee 17> 210050 


Planned to or did 
get married 69 89.6 ly baae h 5.2 7 190s O 


Illness (family) 69 89.6 Ge, wiles Am be peleeeDCLD 
Asked to leave for 

non-academic 

reasons 69 90.8 ul b.3 6 7.9 76 100.0 
Illness (self) 7D ai 2 Oe 5 6.5 77 100.0 
Had successfully 

completed 

desired courses 7l 92.2 L ey? 2 2.6 Cee 0060 


Decided to complete 
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(1) and (2) “worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "not enough money to continue”; (5) "courses 
too difficult." According to combined importance reasons 
rated by males were as follows: (1) "lack of interest in 
courses"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; (3) "worry 
over personal problems"; (4) "grades too low to continue"; 
and (5) "not enough money to continue." 

Table 61 gives the importance of reasons for 
withdrawal as rated by women. Rank order of reasons accord- 
ing to those thought to be of major importance and of some 
importance is of little consequence because of the small 
number of respondents. In terms of combined importance 
the top five reasons were: (1) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (2) "lack of interest in courses": (3) courses 
too difficult"; (4) and (5) "grades too low to continue" 
and "worry over personal problems" (tied). It should be 
noted that only 14 of the 91 NAIT dropouts were women 
and caution must be used in drawing any conclusions from 
so few respondents. 

Males and females tended to respond to high ranking 
reasons in the same proportions except for "made the wrong 
program choice" and ,»"courges too, difficult," as is: illus= 
trated in Figure 10. 

The differences between proportions of responses of 


males and females were statistically significant for only 
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TABLE 61 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY FEMALE NAIT DROPOUTS: 
IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


LISTED 


Reason 
Made the wrong 
program choice 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Courses too 
difiieult 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Grades too low 
to continne 


Planned to or did 
get married 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Tliness (sel#) 


Offered a full 
time job 


Other 
Illness (family) 
Had successfully 
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Figure 10. Percentages of NAIT dropouts, by sex, 
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two of the fifteen listed reasons, neither of which was 
among the top five. Results tabulated in Table 62 indi- 
cate that about the same proportion of both sexes reported 
that "was lonely and unhappy" was important in some sense, 
but the difference was in degree. When this reason was a 
factor in female withdrawal, it was of major importance, 
whereas, in the case of males it tended to be of some 
importance. "Planned to or did get married" was impor- 
tant to a greater percentage of females than males, as 
is shown in Table 63. Of the females, 35.7 per cent 
indicated that it was a factor which influenced withdrawal, 


while only 10.4 per cent of the males reported it so. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts, Grouped 
by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Responses from dropouts with a rural home back- 
ground are tabulated in Table 64. The rank order of the 
top five reasons reported to be of major importance was: 
(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "made the wrong 
program choice"; (3) "grades too low to continue"; (4) 
"worry over personal problems"; (5) "not enough money to 
continue." Similar analysis of reasons considered to be 


of some importance resulted in the following rank order: 


(1) "worry over personal problems"; (2) "grades too low 
to continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) 
"not enough money to continue"; (5) "lack of interest in 


courses." On the basis of combined importance the same 








fat | ae Rhy a i, 
esw dotdw Yo tendien ,enoesst boterl neestlt wt? Yo © ows 
-ibnat $d efdal mt bedsludeg ativeoH -evit qos et rene 
neidoule zgexse dtiod to sotsirogotq omse ont duods Jedd 9389 — 
sense omoe al tnsdrogmt esw “yqqsine bas efenot eswh oy “oe . 
B eBW nosset eidd nelW .sergeb ni esw mneitheds jud 
,sonbsrogm: totem to esaw Jr , [sweubdsiw sisme? nk node? | | 
emoz to sd o¢ bebmes si eolsm To seso ody at eserredw ia 
-rogmi esw "betarem tog brb 1o o¢ beans = th iardigr hp | 

28 ,esism nedt eslemet to systnsdieq resnery) si od sass 

tne. req T.e€ ,eofsmet oft 20 .f0 oldsT ai awode et 

_lewstbditiw beonsy ting dotdw todos? s eaw ti gedd bedsotbat 
.o8 ti bettroqet esfem oft to tneo t9eq A.0L xino eLidw . 





bawo ose nediU-Ls 


-xosd smot Lsut s dtiw etpoqorb moxt eeenoqeeh 
sdt to 1sbro ams1 sAT .A0 oldsT ai betsiudst ers bavoity 
:e8w esonsdsogmi totam to ed o¢ bedroqet anceder evil qos v 
gforw eld sham” (S) ;"esemoo at teeretat To dost" (1) - 
(A) ;"eumidnoo o¢ wol oot eebaug" (€) ;"sotodo msxgowq = 
ot Yetiom devonms ton" (2). an ismoeteq 19v0 yrtowt 
ed of berebtenos enoeser to eteyl mi ame", ese 
i Paar soompi “ore ae noe 3 a 
oot @ebsrx' ds | 





TABLE, A,04 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "WAS 
LONELY AND UNHAPPY," BY SEX 


— eee ee 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
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TABLE 63 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "PLANNED TO OR 
DID GET MARRIED," BY SEX 
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TABLE 64 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN av Gary DROPOUTS FROM RURAL) HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N I N I N I 








Made the wrong 


program choice Pome ee Ooms. 12) ais. | 38. 100.0 
Lack of interest 

in courses 17 43.6 GPPZ2085 14, 5.9 B9. 100.0 
Worry over per- 

sonal problems Loe e Cb soe o On ee 39 1L00%0 
Grades too low 

to continue All 53%9 TL eee [ant 9 39 100.0 
Not enough money 
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Ii peicn Lt Sih G9o3 CaS. Pp 2 pay | 32” 100.0 
Planned to or did 

get married SY 82.2 if AR She e 730 39 4100°.60 
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time job 3h SW re al ZO bP TO Fe Sy, 10050 
Other 3h 7 e2 3 T6 2 Se S95” 100,G 


Asked to leave for 
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reasons 35 89.8 il ae 3 1 39° 10620 
Illness (self) bus 89.8 2 sre 2 Sees + FTO sO 
Illness (family) 35 SS 2 Zaneey, 3 Be Geer 36° BIG .0 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 25) 89.8 =) FAS 1 240 39 100.0 
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reasons appear among the top five, however, the rank 
order differs: (1) "made the wrong program choice"; 

(2) “lack of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over 
personal problems"; (4) "grades too low to continue"; 
(5) "not enough money to continue." 

Table 65 summarizes results from urban dropouts. 
Reasons of major importance ranked in the same order 
as those of combined importance for rural dropouts, how- 
ever the reason "was lonely and unhappy" also ranked 
fifth. Rated as being of some importance were: (1) "lack 
of interest in courses"; (2) "courses too difficult"; 

(3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "worry over 
personal problems"; (5) "not enough money to continue." 
When considered in light of combined importance "made 
the wrong program choice" ranked first. This was fol- 
lowed by "lack of interest in courses," "worry over 
personal problems," "courses too difficult," and "not 
enough money to continue." The latter reason was tied 
with "grades too low to continue." 

Figure 11 shows that proportions of responses from 
dropouts from rural and urban homes did not differ to any 
great extent, except for the reason “courses too difficult" 
which was important mainly to urban dropouts. 

Although the rank order of reasons varied between 
these two groups, the responses did not differ signifi- 


cantly. at the .05 level. 
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TABLE 65 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS FROM (URBAN) HOMES : 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N 3 N % Nf N % 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts, Grouped 
by the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 

Because relatively few respondents were compulsory 
and suggested withdrawals, the only meaningful ranking of 
reasons is that based on combined importance. Table 66 
reveals that within the group of 16 students who were 
asked to leave NAIT, the reason "grades too low to con- 
tinue" was considered a determining factor by 14 of them 
(87.5 per cent). Twelve (75.0 per cent) reported that 
tlack of interest in courses" was important, and nine 
(56.3 per cent) indicated that "made the wrong program 
choice" influenced withdrawal. Importance was attached 
to each of "worry over personal problems" and "not enough 
money to continue" by seven (43.8 per cent) of the com- 
pulsory withdrawals. 

Table 67 summarizes data from students to whom 
withdrawal was suggested. Only twelve people fell into 
this category. The reason considered by the greatest 


proportion (83.3 per cent) to be important in discontin- 


uance was "lack of interest in courses." This was 
followed, in order of proportion, by: "grades too low 
to continue"; "made the wrong program choice"; "was 


lonely and unhappy"; and "worry over personal problems." 
Each of the last two reasons was considered important by 
50.0 per cent of these dropouts. 


Voluntary withdrawals comprised 69.2 per cent of 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY COMPULSORY NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Reason 
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TABLE W607 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SUGGESTED NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N ue N % N % N I 
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all NAIT dropouts (Table 17, page 74). Table 68 reveals 
that of those reasons rated "of major importance," that 
of "made the wrong program choice" ranked first. Tas 
was followed by "lack of interest in courses," "worry 
over personal problems," "not enough money to continue," 
"planned to or did get married" and “offered a full time 
job" (tied). Similar description of reasons rated "of 
some importance" shows that the order of reasons was; 

(1) and (2) “worry over personal problems" and “lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; and (5) 
"courses too difficult." According to combined importance, 
"made the wrong program choice" influenced withdrawals 

more than any other factor. Other reasons deemed to be 
important were "lack of interest in courses," "worry 

over personal problems," "not enough money to continue,” 
and "courses too difficult." 

Examination of Figure 12 reveals considerable 
variety in proportions of each of the three groups 
giving reasons of importance in withdrawal, particularly 
for "grades too low to continue," and twas lonely and 
unhappy.” 

Significant differences among responses of the 
three groups of NAIT dropouts occurred in two instances. 
Table 69 discloses that the extent to which low grades 
snfluenced withdrawal was considerably less among 


voluntary dropouts than it was among thetothers.. 
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TABLE 68 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY VOLUNTARY NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 





Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N I N % N Uh 
Made the wrong 
program choice 21 33.3 18 28.6 2h (38.1) 63 100.0 





Lack of interest 
in courses 24 L228 Les Ogee O77. 963: 20020 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 36 50.16 ds PS 1 ra 12.15.00 «ds 100.0 


Not enough money 


to continue 38 60.3 vig hg tee aw Sueie. 71 G3 100.0 
Courses too 

ditficwis a Gort/ LG A225 ei) 7291 63 LOO 
Grades too low 

to continue 18 76.2 13% 120%6 2 3.21 635108;0 
Was lonely and 

unhappy SIS) S140 ALIA 5 Tee G3410040 
Planned to or did 

get married bos “Shi 2 Lh 3. 3 6 9.5 G3rl00s 
Offered a full 

time job 55 ee e Ane 6 9.5. 6321000 
Other 55 8743 6 55 vs Sot) so Ue 
Tliness (self) 56 88.9 2 Eyre 5 7963. 1O0L0 
Tilness (family) 58 92.0 A ieee 2. ae Be hee OG 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 60 95.0 2 fee's at 1.6. W63 10020 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 61 98.4 O 0.0 u ei Poa ae 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 62 98.4 O ou 1 Lo) > 00,0 
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Table 70 shows that the reason "asked to leave for 
non-academic reasons" was, as would be expected, of 
major importance mainly to compulsory and suggested 


withdrawals. 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL WHICH DIFFERED 
IN IMPORTANCE AMONG U OF A (1), 
Uror AS(2)SeanD NAAT 


Reasons Among the TOD: uve Reported by Groups 


An examination of the high ranking reasons reported 
by each group revealed that a total o: Cignt-ditterent 
reasons were involved. They were, irrespective of rank 
order: “lack of interest in courses"; "grades too low to 
continue"; "worry over personal problems"; "made the 
wrong program choice"; "had successfully completed de- 
sired courses"; "planned to or did get married." 

The differences among proportions of the three 
groups reporting these reasons were statistically sig- 
nificant in all cases. Results in Table 71 reveal that 
the reasons which tended to be important for a greater 


percentage of U of A (1) and NAIT dropouts than those 


in U of A (2) were as follows: “lack of interest in 
courses"; "grades too low to continue"; "worry over 
personal problems"; "made the wrong program choice. 


Table 72 indicates that reasons important to propor- 
tionately more U of A (2) withdrawals were: "not 


enough money to continue"; "had successfully completed 
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TABLE. 09 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "GRADES TOO LOW 
TO CONTINUE," BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 





Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Withdrawal Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N %o N 0 N Jo N Yo 
Compulsory 2 ee fs gr ye tee) Bre TO-. 00,0 
Suggested : oy) G /Se0, 0 3 Ay LU Dig Bae wy bse bt 8, 
Voluntary L8 SOee 13 OP ae, 2 sae Ba Oe 
TocaLe 59 58.8 oo LOE LS ih Syras 91. (OO) 
Y* = 42.801 dour *e: pi uO 000 
TABLE® 70 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO MAS ASKED TO WITHDRAW 
FOR NON-ACADEMIC REASONS," BY THE EXTENT 
TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Withdrawal Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N % N Io N I 


Compulsory 13 oe 0 0.0 3 Lee 16) «100.0 
Suggested 0:75) Otitaaa. the S03 2iprilié hotles 100.0 
Voluntary 61 98.4 O 0.0 i ioc. eo 
Totals 83 Te in eee 6 Oi 7) 0 LOOT 
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RESPONSES OF DROPOUTS TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY 


GROUP: 


U OF A (1) AND NAIT, THAN U OF A 


IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE 


(2) 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N 0 N 0 N Yo N 70 
"Lack of interest in courses" 
femme 0, 6s 3esO ek yaly3 (103. .100.0 
Weer A (2) 85 154) 18 £539 10 Ses 4923 LTv00y'0 
NAIT 53 BO82 32 a5 42 26 28.6 91 s200y0 
Totals 167 fe 55 ui des 30.8 87 2307 abe? 1100¢0 
ie = 59.50) di = 4 p = 0.000 
'GCrades too low to continue" 
leek eh) 69 h2e3 38 Zovs 56 244) 4263 120070 
eee (2). 108 05a) 2 1.8 Zé] ALES  S2OOYO 
NAIT aS 5Oee 29 2573 LS 1655 91 100.0 
Totals 230 62.6 63 5 ee 7h 2082 4367 7hB0R0 
\* =m 71714 dfa= & p = 0.000 
Myorry over personal problems" 
Ww ot A (1) V2 Hhel 63 360% 28 1742 4963 =LyOY0 
Peer ne (2) pee S23 +7 4.54.0 3 27 +423 2 ¥e070 
NAIT 7 51.6 29 3239 ls PO35 91 100.0 
Totals Rie B77S. 109 29.7 L6 1295 2967 +Ye0y0 
ve = 43.028 df =4 p = 0.000 
"Made the wrong program choice" 
Los 6 a 76 16.6 50 3g Ey! Rex? yi03. ho e0 
Te tage Aa Ve 95 Bie 12 ike bg=' 6 bes ud eee 
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TABLE 72 


RESPONSES OF DROPOUTS TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY 


GROUP: 


ent ke (i) 
leor ok (ee) 
NAILT 


Toua.s 


IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
Peohae vc) eld ANs UWOR LS (1) AND NAIT 
Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N A N to N m  N h 
"Not enough money to continue" 

TOG bls 34 2069 2 lai Nel ek peta se des We) 
CSP SES: Bh 205 | HO. 35 2h «1130. 100.0 
By ale le. 23 Lie 1s Rai he ange 8 91 °° 100.0 

LOGE oe 91 24.8 8) igtestasoy. 100,09 

ee oe ep = 0-000 
"Had successfully completed desired courses" 

Wao ee ae 6 Deal Ze hey s Cg) Rate bu NEE ahd © 
alle OS hater k 32 Od OF a be fate el ome 
vie bigs L og E Cae oT LU 

C0 Lea 43 yes ea 33 0 Oy lO 

Yer = Th AA df = 4 p = 0.000 


nOffered full time job" 


166 


en ee 


els LOO s Sake 
bh 15.0) Se Oe 


Uo ore A ay 
2} 





Ui of AL (1) 
vet. “A 
NAIT 


Totals 


L 


6.6 
cae aed PRS ie 


ist 


91 100.0 
67 > LOUl 0 


0.000 


LS: < 1160) 165) V0 70 
22re thea ndlB yaalp..0 
6 6.6 91e) 10050 


Th6 389.5 a het (eee 
ais Pama enna taf ORES 
Se Js. 3 hers) 
Pi abel « pllve® 2 iRhys 
Vr 3.637. df= 
"Planned to or did get married" 
sa Sle 8 MP, 
SL, Mi/ Lhe 10 8.8 
78 85.7 i iad 
296 80.7 Se 6.8 


\* = 10.497 


ko 1255 28675 100.0 


2 = 


0.032 


felon 






Ya .2 Om AMAE IOTH OT eT 
“Gove ANG t i #0 10: ay 


TA Se ws « te 


1048M "to esW emoe 20. 
alasoT don Seas sonstr1od: 








0.00 fal BSL OS @.0S Be €.£0 OOF (£) 30 y 
“O.00L €£f Wee Os [08 #€ ws Ss gS) A 


O.,00L [2 Seok | De Cte gs d.80 a TIA 
0,001 TOC BLS O08 SAS fe. gta. deh __.essset 


000.0 = ¢q yi) = tb eee. 7S = i 





O,00L gef S.f $$ v.€ 3 Lee a (3) & 36 to U 
Q@.0ol -€fl Kees FS See “<2 ie % oan 
0.001 1@ S$,8 S§ oy | 





16a 
desired courses"; “offered a full time job"; "nlanned to 


or did get married." 


Reasons not Among the Top Five Reported by Groups 


Four low ranking reasons showed significant differ- 


ences in responses. These were: "asked to leave for non- 
academic reasons"; "was lonely and Siero, voune. ; 
Nillness (self)." Table 73 reveals that few respondents of 


any group considered these reasons important, but those who 


did so rated them in varying degrees of importance. 


DROPOUTS! PLANS TO CONTINUE WITH 
POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


Respondents were asked to state their. Plans9ior 
future post-secondary education. The responses are tabu- 
lated in Table 74. Of the 366 dropouts, 33.9 per cent 
indicated that they intended to return to school on a full 
time basis next year. Plans to return sometime in the 
future were expressed by 17.5 per cent of the respondents 
and part time continuation was projected by 20.5 per cent. 
This suggests that 71.9 per cent of all withdrawals felt 
they had not terminated their formal education. By group, 
U of A (1) had the greatest proportion of dropouts (54.9 
per cent) stating that they planned to return next year, 

U of A (2) the largest percentage (41.6 per cent) favoring 
part time continuation, and NAIT the greatest proportion 


(26.3 per cent) having no plans to continue. 
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RESPONSES OF DROPOUTS TO REASONS NOT AMONG 
THE TOP FIVE, BY GROUP 


Fr a 





Dra Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N ho N to N % 
tAsked to leave for non-academic reasons" 
eon soi CL) 161 98.8 iL epee i 0.6 B63. °100.0 
Uver, Ay Lis. LOUso O O20 O 0.0 1787 21D. 
NAIT 63 92.2 ul gel 6 O.7 90 100.0 
Totals So yee ates 2 8.5 7 bs 366 100.0 
X* Splie7 hs agus # yoBNesgo3 
"Lonely and unhappy" 
Woof ATLL) 120 -73R6 39¢@ 2329 a 2N5 163% 100.@ 
U-ef~A-(2} 97—85+8 bp —e-al z 18 +4-3—100-79 
NAIT ve 79e1 eee al 3 oie 7 ee Ot 1100.0 
Totals 26988 (O28 Stes ay ‘3 345 367) = LOOs 
V* 3513.653 df = 4 p = 0.008 
"Other" 
Ueori ners oe pee ee page 10 bea 163, 100.6 
UvetedA:t2) Sh. 7A83 a en es 5 he #13 p410030 
NAIT 81 89.0 8 8.8 2 ene 9be 4100.0 
Totals Poli] Tak CWeis.3 17 leet 367 (100.0 
\"4591:00268.,@)  cdha=16 p = 0.037 
"Tlliness (self)" 
Unotaied. } LoLe 9387 10 Gri 2 Loe 163° 20050 
oie ns Ue Te Oi 3 a 0.9 2 ee 113 100.0 
NAIT Si arcid 2 s 333 5 5e8 914.200,0 
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The check list sent to U of A (2) dropouts indi- 
cated that approximately 70 per cent of the respondents 
planned, at time of enrollment, to complete the B.Ed. 
degree eventually, but not in four continuous years, and 


another 20 per cent were undecided. 


TABLE 74 


DROPOUTS! PLANS TO CONTINUE POST-SECONDARY 
EDUCATION, BY GROUP 
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SUMMARY 


The summary of data in Chapter V is confined to a 
review of the results of analyses of reasons in terms of com- 


bined importance, and deals with high ranking reasons only. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts 


The majority of all dropouts withdrew voluntarily 
and U of A (2) had the largest proportion of these, by group. 


The five most important reasons for withdrawal were: 


i, lack of interest in courses”; 
2, not enough money to continue"; 
2 tmade the wrong program choice"; 
Lh. “worry over personal problems"; 
5. “grades too low to continue." 


Grouped by sex. When grouped by sex, the top five 
reasons reported by males were the same as those for the 
total group; however, the rank order varied somewhat. 
Females, on the other hand, indicated. that "had, success— 
fully completed desired courses," and "planned to or did 
get married" were important reasons, whereas, "orades too 
low to continue" and "worry over personal problems" were 
not among the top five. Reasons which were important for 
a significantly greater proportion of males than females 
were: -Mlack of interest,dn courses” ; "made the wrong pro- 
gram choice"; "grades too low to continue"; “worry over 


personal problems." More important to females were 
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"had successfully completed desired courses" and "planned 
to or did get married." 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. The top 
five reasons for both rural and urban dropouts were the 
same as those of the total group, with variation in rank 
order. Significant differences between responses of the 
two groups occurred in relation to "worry over personal 
problems" and "lack of interest in courses," both of which 
were important to a greater percentage of urban than rural 
dropouts. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. It was found that the five most important reasons 
for compulsory dropouts were the same as those of the total 
group, although they ranked differently. Among suggested 
withdrawals ‘not enough money to continue" was not among the 
top five but "lonely and unhappy" was. Among the high rank- 
ing reasons for the voluntary group was "other," and "grades 
too low to continue" did not appear. Siznig icant cdirrer~ 
ences among the responses of the three groups were evident 
for eight reasons. Of importance to a greater proportion 
to compulsory and suggested dropouts than to voluntary 
withdrawals were: “lack of interest in courses," "grades 
too low to continue," “worry over personal problems," and 
tmade the wrong program choice." Voluntary dropouts tended 
to be concerned, more than the other two groups, WiGie: “ROG 
enough money to continue," "lonely and unhappy," and 


Nother." 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts 


The top five reasons considered important by this 


group were: 


1, “lack sof Minterést/-in courses"; 
2. “grades too low to continue": 
3. “worry over personal problems" ; 
L. “made the wrong program chonrce": 
5. "not enough money to continue." 


Grouped by sex. The top five reasons and their rank 
order given by males were the same as for the total U of A 
(1) group. Females reported “other” as a high ranking 
reason, and "grades too low to continue" was not among the 
top five. Significant differences in the responses of the 
two sexes occurred with respect to two high ranking reasons; 
"erades too low to continue" and "lack of interest in 
courses" were important to proportionately more men than 
women. 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. High rank- 
ing reasons given by rural and urban dropouts were the same 
as those for the total group, although the rank order 
differed among reasons reported by withdrawals from urban 
homes. Responses to reasons did not differ significantly 
between the two groups. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. The reasons given by compulsory and suggested 


dropouts differed slightly from the total group in that 
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"not enough money to continue" was not among the top five 
for either group. ' "Courses too difficult" was a high 
ranking reason among compulsory withdrawals, as was "lonely 
and unhappy" in connection with suggested withdrawals. 
Voluntary dropouts did not consider "grades too low to con- 
tinue" one of the most important reasons for withdrawal, 
however, “other" was included among the top five. Signifi- 
cant differences among responses were found for two reasons: 
"erades too low to continue" was considered an important 
factor by a greater percentage of compulsory and suggested 
dropouts than it was by voluntary withdrawals, while the 


latter group reported "other" more frequently. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts 
High ranking reasons for withdrawal among U of A (2) 


dropouts were: 


1. "not enough money to continue"; 

2. “had successfully completed desired courses"; 
3. “offered a full time job"; 

4. “planned to or did get married"; 

5. “lack of interest in courses." 


Grouped by sex. High ranking reasons given by males 
did not include "planned to or did get married"; however, 
"made the wrong program choice" was among the top five. 
Important reasons reported by females did not include "lack 
of interest in courses," but "other" appeared in the top 


five. Significant differences between male and female 
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responses were found with respect to one reason. "Made the 
wrong program choice" was important to proportionately more 
men than women. It was of some importance to 25.0 per cent 
of the males and of major importance to 10.7 per cent, how- 
ever this included only ten Geyaiatess 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. The top five 
reasons for rural dropouts corresponded to those given by all 
U of A (2) dropouts. Respondents from urban homes reported 
"other" among the top five reasons, while "planned to or did 
get married" was not a high ranking reason. "Had success- 
fully completed courses" and "other" were important to a 
significantly larger percentage of urban dropouts than those 
from rural homes. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. Since all but two respondents were voluntary 
dropouts, the distribution of responses was practically 
the same as that of the total group. 

Grouped by marital status. Single dropouts reported 
identical reasons as did the total group. Married students 
did not consider "lack of interest in courses" to be one of 
the most important reasons, but "other" was among the top 
five for this group. Significant differences in responses 
occurred for “offered a full time job" which was important 
to a larger proportion of married dropouts and it tended 


to be of major importance. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts 


The five most important reasons among NAIT respondents 
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were: 
N“made the wrong program choice"; 
. ‘lack of interest in courses"; 


1 

a 

3. “worry over personal problems"; 
4 "erades too low to continue"; 

> 


mot enough money to continue." 


Grouped by sex. The top five reasons reported by 
males corresponded to those given by the total group. Not 
included among high ranking reasons for females was "not 
enough money to continue"; "courses too difficult" replaced 
it among the top five. The proportion of males and females 
reporting each reason were not significantly different. 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. It was 
found that dropouts from rural homes reported the same 
high ranking reasons as did the NAIT group as a whole. 
Urban dropouts however, felt that "courses too difficult" 
was also an important factor in withdrawal. The differ- 
ences between proportions of responses to high ranking 
reasons were not statistically significant. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. Reasons given by suggested and voluntary drop- 
outs differed from those of the total NAIT group. Suggested 
dropouts felt that "was lonely and unhappy” was relatively 
important, whereas "not enough money to continue" was not a 
high ranking reason. Voluntary dropouts cited "courses too 
difficult" as an important factor, and "grades too low to 


continue" did not appear among the top five. The latter 
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reason was important to a significantly greater proportion 
of compulsory and suggested dropouts than it was to those 


who withdrew voluntarily. 


Reasons for Withdrawal which Differed in Importance Among 
U of A rewire tg Ws and NAIT 


ele (2), 
Eight high ranking reasons, as reported by each 
group, revealed significant differences among responses. 
Four tended to be of importance to proportionately more 


U of A (1) and NAIT dropouts than U of A (2) withdrawals. 


These were: "lack of interest in courses"; "erades too 





low to continue"; "worry over personal problems"; and "made 
the wrong program choice." Important to a greater percent- 
age of U of A (2) dropouts were: tot enough money to con- 
tinue"; "had successfully completed desired courses"; 


toffered a full time job"; "planned to or did get married." 


Dropouts! Plans to Continue Post-Secondary Education 


The majority of all dropouts expressed plans to con- 


tinue their education (71.9 per cent). The group which had 
the largest proportion who intended to return on a full 
time basis was U of A (1), while U of A (2) had the greatest 
percentage who indicated part time continuation. The 
majority, by proportion, who had no plans for further educa- 
tion were from the NAIT group. 

Approximately 70 per cent of U of A (2) dropouts indi- 
cated that, at the time of enrollment they planned to com- 


plete their degrees, but not in four continuous years. 
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DISCUSSION 


A comparison of reported reasons for withdrawal in 
terms of the total group and of each group individually 
reveals several things. First, U of A (1) and NAIT drop- 

—, 
outs responded in a similar way, and the reasons they gave 
corresponded to those of the total sample. ‘Second, U of A 

a, 

(2) differed in many instances from the other two groups, a 
factor which may cause the over-all picture to be misleading. 
For example, "not enough money to continue" appears to be of 
considerable importance from the standpoint of all dropouts, 
as it ranked second in reasons analyzed for the total sample; 
however, it ranked fifth among dropouts from U of A (1) and 
NAIT, and first among those given by U of A (2) withdrawals. 
Distribution of responses by sex in terms of the total group 
indicated that four high ranking reasons were important Lor 
a greater proportion of men than women, and two applied 
mainly to women. However, upon examination of individual 
group distributions only two reasons, "grades too low to 
continue," and "lack of interest in courses" were important 
to a larger percentage of U of A (1) men than women, and 
there were no significant differences between responses of 
NAIT males and females. Three reasons were differentially 
important among men and women in U of A (2). The same 
situation applies to the distributions by compulsory, 
suggested, and voluntary withdrawals. On the surface it 


appears that compulsory withdrawals drop out for reasons 
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quite different from those of voluntary withdrawals. How- 
ever, individual group analyses reveal that for U of A (1) 
and NAIT, significant differences only occurred for the 
reason "grades too low to continue," important to propor- 
tionately more compulsory and suggested dropouts than those 
who left voluntarily. U of A (2) was almost completely rs 
made up of voluntary withdrawals, and this could have con- | 
siderable effect on the results of the total group. “ist 

This could be elaborated at length, but what seems 
to be important is that it is likely that a more accurate 
and meaningful assessment of reasons for withdrawal is 
obtained by referring to data summarized by groups, rather 
than that tabulated on a total sample basis. When this is 
done it can be seen that reasons analyzed by cross- 
classification within groups are not, except in one or 
two cases, different from those of the group, and that 
sex, rural-urban, and compulsory, suggested, and voluntary 
distinctions created very few differences. Exceptions to 
this were not consistent throughout, and varied with the 
group. 

It became obvious throughout the reporting of data 
that withdrawal was a complex process. Dropouts gave 
several reasons for their withdrawal and indicated that 
these factors had varying degrees of importance. Many were 
cited repeatedly in cross-classifications of responses, but 
no one reason appeared to. This 
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hints at multicausality in attrition and also leads to 
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possibi- 


lity that factors may be interrelated. This is not to say 


that correlation among reasons was demonstrated. It was 


another consideration. There seems to be a strong 





not. However, the presence of one factor may well have 
influenced the development of another. Low grades, for 
example, a reason given fairly often, could have resulted 
from any number of conditions other than lack of ability. 
Worry, lack of interest, financial pressures necessitating 
time-consuming employment, are a few circumstances which 
could lead to poor academic performance. Consequently, 
to demonstrate, by tabulating failures, that a great many 
students withdrew while in academic difficulty does little 
to enhance the understanding of the drop out process. 
What this does accomplish, in the opinion of the investi- 
gator, is it points to the possible existence of other less 
easily defined circumstances affecting withdrawal, the 
tangible outcome of which was low academic achievement. 
In this light, from the institutional standpoint, with- 
drawal of a failing student could be explained in terms 
of poor grades, but from the individual's point of view 
it might have been justified in terms of factors which 
precipitated low grades. As a result, any discrepancy 
between the number of dropouts who were in academic diffi- 
culty at the time of their withdrawal and the varying degrees 
of importance they reported for that reason is understandable. 
The reason, "not enough money to continue," although 


not reported as frequently as some previously mentioned, 
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was a high ranking reason. The problem of financial need 
is one which has a more ready solution than many of the 
other factors, particularly in terms of government assis- 
tance. The financial factor in withdrawal is discussed 
in more detail in Chapter VI. 

A large proportion (86.7 per cent) of U of A (2) 
respondents indicated that they intended to continue their 
studies either full time next year, full time in the future, 
or on a part time basis. Approximately 70 per cent expressed 
that at the time of initial enrollment they did not plan to 
attend university for four continuous years even though they 
intended to complete their degrees. The two findings being 
consistent, suggest that U of A (2) were not dropouts in 
the general sense of the word and would be better described 
as having interrupted their education. In addition, it 


appears that the interruption was planned. 
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CHAPTER VI 
FINANCIAL FACTORS AMONG DROPOUTS 


This chapter describes dropouts in terms of financial 
factors. The phrase, government assistance, used throughout 
the chapter, refers to money approved through or granted by 
the Students Assistance Board, Department of Education, 


Government of Alberta. 


"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
AS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


Data reported previously in Table 72, page 166, 
indicated that this reason was important in withdrawal for 
46.6 per cent of all dropouts. Closer examination of tab- 
ulations discloses that the money factor was considered 
important by a significantly larger proportion of U of A 
(2) dropouts than U of A (1) and NAIT withdrawals. Among 
U of A (2) respondents, 65.5 per cent felt it to be an 
influencing factor, while 38.7 per cent of U of A(1), and 
37.4 per cent of NAIT dropouts did so. 

Cross-classifications within groups revealed that 
differences in responses were not significant. Within 
U of A (1), differences between the way males and females 
rated the importance of this reason were not statistically 
significant as can be seen in Table 75. The same was true 


when dropouts were grouped according to rural-urban home 
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TABLE 75 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH U OF A (1) DROPOUTS REPORTED 
"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" IMPORTANT IN 
WITHDRAWAL: GROUPED BY SEX, RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND, AND TYPE OF WITHDRAWAL 
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Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N q N I N I N % 


Sex 
Males ide Shore Zu wre 20 16.8 EVO *"1 0070 
Females rp) 5O.5 10 pop ead d 9 cal bas, Wh, VPEO0.0 
Totals 100 Glie3 3h 20.9 29 WSs 163° LOO 
\* S00 05/3 ey acl. Aes 
Rural-Urban Home Background 
Rural 5 5S. k 20 2050 he 1526 T1e CA 
Urban 55 Sha ARs 1665 16 18.8 B52 10000 
Totals 100 Or / 3h 2149 28 bid are) TOZ "Loe 
ae ge OAL ine pea O26 
Type of Withdrawal 
Compulsory 25 65.8 Ob 23449 hee R | 38) 0000 
Suggested 17 77.2 ce peice’ 2 9.2 Zou AO 


Voluntary ai. SW te 22 2126 23 nae 102) 100.0 


Totals 99 oping di 3h mLee 29 21.9 Por *T30.0 


9» act tie itdetoat p = 0.232 





7 % © Oe 
ser | | | Ba, 


m 
} 1, 







SET THATHONME Bese or 
ee sae ea 








10o,5M to esW smo@ lo esW so bia” 
e[stoT s99nset0gqmI sonsdtogml viqga quo 
x SN A OES ees dite, Pirin 


sins age 


0.00l CLL 8.8 OS $.0s JS 0. co ef eoleM 


ey, fee’ TY, 
O.00L sy 2.08 @ v.88 . OF 8. de és eslsamse% 
O.00f €6f 8.75 ‘@S 19.06 ae €.f8 OO  elstoT 
Say .0 2 q cS =; $b €s2.0 = Sy 
7 | : i 


basotgxosd smoH asdi-LeiA 





0.06L Vv Ose: SSE 0.08 OS A,B? Roe ©. fewsA 
O.00L @8 8.81 ol 2.0L aL Pudde, P2 oo ce nea 





, ; bisicaltinad Se 888m vest poe pres 





a oe poeeibelerat at ad a . ; 


183 
backgrounds, and the extent to which withdrawal was volun- 
tary. Tables 76 and 77 reveal similar results for U of A 


(2) and NAIT. 


HOW DROPOUTS FINANCED ALL OR PART OF 
THE 1967-68 SCHOOL YEAR 


Sources of Money 


A distribution of the various sources from which 
money was obtained by respondents is given in Table 78. 
The combination of government assistance and own (or 
spouse's) savings and earnings, was the most common source, 
as 23.8 per cent of all dropouts reported it. Money from 
the Students Assistance Board was used in some combination 
by 47.2 per cent of all withdrawals. Within U of A (1), 
"money from own (or spouse's) savings and earnings" was 
reported by 21.4 per cent. Government assistance was used 
to some degree by 43.0 per cent of U of A (1) dropouts. 
Of the U of A (2) dropouts, 38.3 per cent indicated that 
the year was financed through a combination of money from 
their own (or spouse's) earnings plus government assis- 
tances... Over.haLfof Of A~—(2)—|46.8.percent)—imdieated 
that government assistance played a part in supporting 
them financially. Among NAIT withdrawals the category 
having the largest proportion of responses (23.3 per cent) 
was that of "money from own (or spouse's) savings and 
earnings." Government assistance helped 43.0 per cent 


of NAIT dropouts. 
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TABLE 76 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH U OF A (2) DROPOUTS REPORTED 
"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" IMPORTANT IN 
WITHDRAWAL: GROUPED BY SEX, RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND, AND TYPE OF WITHDRAWAL 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N % N % N I 
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TABLE 77 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH NAIT DROPOUTS REPORTED "NOT 
ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" IMPORTANT IN 
WITHDRAWAL: GROUPED BY SEX,RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND, AND TYPE OF WITHDRAWAL 


Sere 
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TABLE 78 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY U OF A (1), 
U OF A (2),AND NAIT DROPOUTS 





nt 


Source of Money UeoteAn(le Ueote Aee(2) NALT Totals 
N I N I N % N UA 
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Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 
money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal. Results in 
Table 79 show that among the dropouts who indicated this 
reason to be of major importance, 44.8 per cent financed the 
year with a combination of their own money and government 
assistance. This was the most frequently reported method 
of financing. Those who made use of government assistance 
comprised 72.4 per cent of the dropouts in this classifica- 
tion. Of the respondents who indicated insufficient funds 
was of some importance in withdrawal, 54.5 per cent indica- 
ted that they received government assistance. Dropouts who 
indicated that "not enough money to continue” was not a 
factor in withdrawal tended to finance their education 
through sources other than the Students Assistance Board. 
Such individuals obtained funds from parents and/or their 
own savings and earnings and accounted for 66.7 per cent 
of this classification. 

Table 80 reveals that of UofA(1) dropouts who stated 
snsufficient money to be of major importance in withdrawal, 
70.8 per cent made some use of government assistance. The 
most frequently reported method of financing was through 
money from the Students Assistants Board in combination with 
personal earnings and savings. Among respondents rating 
insufficient funds of some importance in withdrawal, 55.9 
per cent reported receiving government assistance. Almost 
two-thirds of the U of A (1) group felt that the money 


factor was not a reason that applied to their discontinuance, 


vel | iy 


figvons gon" doldw ot tmesme 


nt etivesfi  «Lewertk | | Be. “aunts 
eins biinaolneal ociw dabiabes bd sions tod 


1 _ —ys Gh wage! 
p= tr ere 


‘ent beonsntt treo teq 8,44 ,sonadroqint rotam Yo 0 ad ae pat 
dnt eo 1a, 
tnemaisvos bas yermom nwo ~torid to aotdankdaco B dviw 1wsey 






bodten betroger yidasupett deom sid esw eiaT -9onsvelees 
Ssonstelees dneurtsveg to sew eben odw eseodT ahtonaa hake 
-Soitieeslo eing ni etvoqorb sag to gmes teq asS) beatrqmoo 
ebnut dnefoitiveni bedsortbat oAw acditebnogeet eds 10 sanotd 
-Bofbrit gjneo teq ¢.,¢ ,lewerbddtw at oonsdtoqm: emoa-to-eew 
ofw eduogqerd .seonstetees THSOMATSVOR bevieoost vent vent bes 
& Jon esw “eunismos o¢ ysnom davone soa” gadg begsasbni 
nottsoubs tteddt somenkt od bebnes Lewsbdstw at 109.8% 
-bis0g sonstelesA etnsbuse eit nsit’ tedto zen woe Sguouis 
ifedt to\bns edmetsq mott ebav?: bentssdo efasbivibat ‘owe 
dnso 1sq ':d0 tot betavooos bas eyntatse bas watynnoena 
smoitsoittees{[o etnéd t6 

Hesete odw atuogotb (1) At% U-to ¢edd elsever 08 eldeT ott 
-fswsibitiw ni sonsd1oqmt tojsm to ed ot yenom inte ie 


i J rere 
ed .sonatetees tnemareveg to sau smos. sbam Jneo. 199: 


dgvondt esw gotonsnit to bostem bedroqes nieneges eae 
ngiw aofssnidnos ai tae esusdeiees edmebuse ert mor? yea 


ee a ate ADS 


a 





188 
TABLE 79 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED 
BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO 
CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 
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TABLE 80 


GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT 
ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS 
A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
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The reason "not enough money to continue”: 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Majo 


Ig 





Source of Money Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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and 28.0 per cent made use of government funds. Sixty-five 
per cent financed the year with their own money, parents! 
money, or a combination of both. 

U of A (2) respondents who stated that "not enough 
money to continue" was of major importance tended to report 
use of government assistance. Table Ble discloses that’ 67.5 
per cent did so. Of those who indicated that insufficient 
funds was of some importance, 56.1 per cent financed the 
year with the help of the Students Assistance Board. 
Approximately 46 per cent of dropouts to whom this reason 
did not apply made use of government assistance. Another 
38.4 per cent reported money sources as being their own 
earnings and savings, money from parents, or a combination 
ef both. 

Results from NAIT dropouts are presented in Table 82. 
Examination of responses from the eleven dropouts who con- 
sidered the money factor of major importance shows that 
eight people made use of government assistance. Twenty-two 
reported "not enough money to continue" as being of some 
importance and eleven of these (50.0 per cent) indicated that 
they were recipients of government assistance. Of the drop- 
outs to whom insufficient money was not a factor in with- 
drawal, 33.9 per cent used money from the Students Assistance 
Board; however, the majority (54.8 per cent) financed their 


year with their own and/or parents! money. 
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TABLE 81 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS? 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT 
ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS 
A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


a  —————————e 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
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TABLE 82 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY NAIT DROPOUTS: GROUPED 
BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY 
TO CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 
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Summer Employment _as_ a Source of Income 

Dropouts were asked to report the number of months 
they were employed during the summer of 1967. Among all 
dropouts, 82.3 per cent reported that they worked for two 
or more months as is shown in Table 83. Within each group 
the following percentages of respondents indicated employ- 
ment to this extent: U of A (2), 89.6 pervcént; Urtof AS(2), 


74.8 per cent; and NAIT, 77.5 per cent. 


Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 


money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal. At least 


two months of summer employment was reported by 77.4 per 
cent of all dropouts who felt that insufficient money was 
of major importance in withdrawal, as is shown in Table 8k. 
Of those considering this reason of some importance, 78.1 
per cent worked for two or more months and 19.6 per cent 
did not work at all. The percentage of dropouts to whom 
insufficient money did not apply and who worked at least 
two months was 85.7 per cent. 

Table 85 summarizes the responses from U of A (1). 
Within this group the percentages of dropouts who con- 
sidered "not enough money to continue" of major importance, 
of some importance, and not applicable, and who worked for 
two or more months were 86.1, 85.3, and 92.0 respectively. 

Data from U of A (2) is presented in Table 86. Of 
those who reported that the money factor was of major Sa 
of some importance, 82.5 per cent and 71.9 per cent indi- 


cated that they worked for at least two months. The 
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TABLE 83 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1), 
Ver ARs Ve ANDENALT DROPOUTS 
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TABLE 8h 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED 
BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO 
CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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TABLE 85 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH 
MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS A 
REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 





The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Number Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
of Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 86 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH 
MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS A 
REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 
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The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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Loe 
majority of those to whom this reason did not apply also 
worked during the summer, as 79.5 per cent reported at 
least two months employment. 

A comparable analysis of NAIT responses, shown in 
Table 87, revealed that among those who felt that insuf- 
ficient money was of major importance, 72.7 per cent worked 
for two to five months, as did 76.2 per cent of those who 
indicated this reason to be of some importance. Seventy- 
nine per cent of the students who said that "not enough 
money to continue" did not apply were employed for two or 


more months. 


Part-Time Employment During the Academic Term 


Withdrawals were asked if they worked part time 
during the academic term. According to the results sum- 
marized in Table 88, 25.5 per cent of all dropouts worked 
part time during the 1967-68 academic term. By group, 
23.9 per cent of U of A (1), 19.1 per cent of U of A (2), 
and 36.4 per cent of NAIT dropouts indicated part time 


employment. 


Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 


money to centinue" was a reason for withdrawal. Table 89 


discloses that of those dropouts who felt this reason to 
be of major importance, and of some importance, 25.0 per 
cent and 25.6 per cent respectively, worked part time 

during the year. Among those to whom this reason did not 


apply, 25.6 per cent were employed on a part time basis. 
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TABLE 87 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF NAIT DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH 
MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS A 
REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 





The reason "not enough money to continue": 





Number Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
of Apply Importance Importance Totals 
Months 
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TABLE 88 


PART TIME EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1), U OF A (2), 
AND NAIT DROPOUTS 





Worked part time during the academic term: 


Group Yes No Totals 
N 0 N 0 N 0 
Uo? APA) ) 39 23.9 124 7 os 2 163 100.0 
UP Oe 2AL e012?) rll Ey. I 89 80.9 il 110) 100.0 
NAIT 32 36.4 56 63.6 88 100.0 
Totals 92 e049 269 1432 361 100.0 
Nears. 061 ee pe=90 017 
TABLE 8&9 


PART TIME EMPLOYMENT OF ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY 
THE BATENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO 
CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


Importance of 


"not enough Worked Part Did Not Work Totals 
money to Time 

continue." N o N 0 N 0 
Did muopwapply = +50 25 wi 1.5 Leiceas. 195 100.0 


Was of some 
importance Ler Zi 64 Theol 86 100.0 


Was of major 
importance pie Ee 60 7520 80 100.0 


Totals 92 es 269 tu 5 361 100.0 
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Within-group analyses, summarized in Table 90, re- 
vealed that the great majority of dropouts in each group 
did not work during the academic term. Of those who 
reported that insufficient funds was of major importance 
in withdrawal, the following proportions of each group 
worked part time: U of A (1), 24.1 per cent; U of A (2), 
22.5 per cent; NAIT, 36.4 per cent. Among respondents who 
considered this reason of some importance, 29.4 per cent, 
OM per cent, andiwe.9 percent of Uof A(1), U of A (2), 
and NAIT worked during the term. Similar analysis of the 
dropouts for whom insufficient money was not a factor in 
withdrawal showed that the proportions of each of the three 
dropout groups who worked part time were 22.0 per cent, 


23. per cent, and 33.9 per cent respectively. 


Financial Assistance from the Students Assistance Board 

Table 91 indicates that 48.3 per cent of all drop- 
outs received some form of financial assistance from the 
Students Assistance Board. Only 4.7 per cent applied and 
did not receive any. Within each group the following pro- 
portions received assistance: U of A li), 2s3) per cen. 
Decor f (2); Gls8 per cent: NAIT, be.7 per sent. 

It was noted that an inconsistency exists among the 
number of dropouts in U of A (1), U of A (2), and NAIT who 
reported receiving government financial assistance as shown 
in Table 91, and the number who indicated that they financed 


their school term with help from the Students Assistance 
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TABLE 90 


PART TIME EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT 
DROPOUTS: EACH GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE” WAS 
A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


a 


Importance of "not 


enough money to Worked Part Did Not Work Totals 
continue" Time 
N I N I N I 
Uso feria (14 

ee ee ee 
Did not apply aye 2en0 Bree Bs Or ADO 002-0 
Was of some importance 10 Alea Pigee/O.6 ~ 3lipg LO0.0 
Was of major importance 7 Ais OM 19 29 100390 
Totals 39 foes} Lee Tori. ies, 10070 
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TABLE, G1 


RESPONSES OF U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT 
DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 


Response U~or— h(t 8— or he} AE Totals 


i 


Pimenet apely for G2 50. (kl 37.30 47 cite alma By. dls ep 8, 
assistance 


Applied but did not 
receive assistance le Vs L Ore: L | psc Ly ata | 


Applied tor and re- 
ceived assistance Dol paw Oop oboe e) hes 175 48.3 


Totals 16 3218070 2107100. 0 “S97 200.0 Bor 10030 
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Board as is shown in Table 78, page 186. A possible 
explanation for this is that respondents, particularly 
those in U of A (2), may have misinterpreted the meaning 
of assistance and considered various forms of bursaries 
as money from the Students Assistance Board. The dis- 
crepancies are small (in each of U of A (1) and NAIT, one 
Tecivicueltein 0 of nh (2) tive);, ana do Nou, in ve 


investigator's opinion, distort the over-all picture. 


Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 


money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal... Results in 


Table 92 show that among those who reported this reason to 
be of major and of some importance, 72.2 per cent and 55.6 
per cent respectively, received government assistance. Of 
those to whom this reason did not apply, 35.4 per cent 
were given government assistance, and 60.5 per cent indi- 
cated that they did not apply for money. 

Among U of A (1) dropouts who considered "not 
enough money to continue" a reason of major and of some 
importance,’ 75.9-per-cent; and 53-0" per” tent respectively, 
received money from the Students Assistance Board as shown 
in Table 93. The proportions of these two subgroups who 
stated that they did not apply for assistance were 20.7 per 
cent and 29.4 per cent. Of those who reported that this 
reason did not apply, 29.0 per cent received assistance and 


66.0 per cent did not request any. 
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TABLE 92 
RESPONSES OF ALL DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 


EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Response Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N % N % 
Dicenetapply tor 
assistance Peet 60c5 Benesbud £708 147.0 
Appiiedefor butédid 
not receive assistance & rpg i 8.0 17 ee 
Received assistance 69 W35e) 49 45.0 195 9833 





Totals 195 100.0 86 100.0 70 2 B36 287000 


2 
OS Se ep eam ey clare 


TABLE 93 
RESPONSES OF U OF A (1) DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 


EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Response Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N abi Nb N m ON fh 
Did»not.apply for 
assistance 66. 66.05 10° 29.4 O Me0Ly See sours 


Applied for but did not 
receive assistance 5 5 <0 Snca7¢6 A Sehleaz Teh 


Applied for and 
received assistance 29 BU Eos a 22 15«9 09° 42.3 


Totals OLE G0s0.05 amO. 102.2290 100'.0, 763 0100.0 
x = 31.954 apaee ly p= 0.000 
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Table 94 summarizes comparable data from U of A (2) 
dropouts. Of those who indicated that insufficient money 
was of major importance in withdrawal, 69.2 per cent 
obtained money from the Students Assistance Board, and 
30.8 per cent did not make application. Among those who 
considered this reason of some importance, 62.5 per cent 
were given financial assistance and the remaining 37.5 
per cent did not request it. Money was received by 53.8 
per cent of dropouts who reported that insufficient funds 
was not a factor in withdrawal and 43.6 per cent did not 
apply for assistance. 

Responses from NAIT dropouts are summarized in 
Table 95. Those who received assistance comprised 72.7 
per cent of the eleven withdrawals who rated "not enough 
money to continue" of major importance. Only two people 
applied and did not receive money. Of those who indicated 
that this reason was of some importance, eleven or 50.0 
per cent obtained assistance and 45.5 per cent did not 
make application. Slightly more than one-third (33.9 per 
cent) of the respondents for whom insufficient money was 
not a factor in withdrawal received money from the 
Students Assistance Board. Those who did not apply for 
money made up 62.5 per cent of these dropouts. 

Type of financial assistance received. Tables 96 
to 100 summarize data describing the type of government 
financial assistance received by dropouts. The most fre- 


quently reported type was that of part loan, part grant; 
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TABLE 94 


RESPONSES OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATIONS 
FOR GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 

WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 





The reason "not enough money to continue": 
a ee eg ee Se LA Ue 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Response Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N % N % N % N % 





Ped not. apply for 
assistance V7? “43 T6BLE1 2963725 ee ? i) 37.3 


Applied for but did 
not receive assistance 2.0 O OVO O O.0 a 0.9 


Applied for and 
received assistance 21 53.8 20 16225 21 69.2 68 61.8 


Totals 50 7 L060 32. 100.0 bo avo.) 110 100 20 
a 


YX" = 3.431 df =4 p = 0.488 


TABLE 95 


RESPONSES OF NAIT DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 





The reason "not enough money to continue”: 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Response Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N q, N I N I N % 





Did not apply for 
assistance 36 62.5 10 4a.5 2 ES(20007 52.8 
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Totals 56 100.0 22. LOUG.G Li) 1.002.0 ).°89.100.0 
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TABLE 96 


TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
Aeon vedeor Usor 2(1),-U Or A {2}. 
AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


Type of Usoie A VL) U-oOtsAs (2) NAIT Totals 
Assistance 
N q N I N ¢ IN bet 
Grant 6 8.2 2 2.6 Sh] POI RO SY EGO 
Loan ae lee ae Begs 23 eee ips. 295 7. ae SO I 
Part Grant, 

Part Loan 15 6it7 38 53.6 2 5{1 85 W6er5 
Scholarship 3 beet: 5 De) il 220 £9 4.9 
Other Combina- 

tion 2 eae | s hey? 1 2.0 7b 3.3 
Totals 73: wlio. 6 7. 100.0 39. 100,0° 183 100.0 
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XS 50.48 df= 8 p = 0.000 
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TABLE 97 


TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED 
BY ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 

WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 








Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Assistance Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N I N % N I 


Grant L 5.6 1 2.0 4 67 % 4.9 
Loan 29 LO. 3 Pall a lad 2h LOG 7 ROS 
Part Grant, 

Part Loan 30 41.6 26 50.9 29 LB.3 855 4645 
Scholarship 7 ony il 240 a Ve pe) a ee 
Other Combina- 

tion Zz 2.8 2 3.9 2 in Ce 353 
Totals (2112100,.0 Sl. 00,0 60 106.0°18% 100,06 
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TABLE 98 
TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED BY 
U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 


WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue"; 


Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Assistance Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N q N I N I N I 





Grant 5 ery O 0.0 3 Lak! 6 Sa2 
Loan {i Peas ir 2a 6 20 ole SUA A ee sa 
Part Grant, 

Part Loan a2 SVR rs) Tie eae Li 08.9) hoe Ole 
Scholarship 3 ety O 20 O 0.0 3 ial 
Other Combina- 

tion uf co 1, eye! O 0.0 fs aad 
Totals ieee) 1 A OG ee) 2 die ts 7 3a aT) 
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TABLE 99 


TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED BY 
U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 

WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 





The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Assistance Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N q N I N % N % 





Grant O 0 ik 4.8 ub Se es LES 
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TABLE 100 


TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED 
BY NAIT DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 

WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 





The reason "not enough money to continue": 





Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Assistance Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N q N I N Ve N % 


Grant ip Deo O 0.0 O 0.0 Ei 226 
Loan 16 80.0 10 90.9 § 100.0 PPOTSP?ar 
Part *Grants 
Part Loan a eRe it hall O 0.0 fs Dia a 
Scholarship ih 5.) O 0.0 O 0.0 Bf 2.0 
Other Combina- 
tion } §n0 0 O.9 O 0.0 hi 2.0 
Totals 20 100.0 Le Leo sO 6 L000 39 20060 
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46.5 per cent of all withdrawals who obtained assistance 
indicated this combination, and 40.4 per cent reported 
receiving loans only. The same trend was observed in U of 
A (1) and U of A (2) distributions, as the proportions who 
received part loan, part grant were 61.7 per cent and 53.6 
per cent respectively. NAIT dropouts reported differently 
and among recipients of money, 87.1 per cent indicated 
that itewas in loan form. 

Distributions by the extent to which "not enough 
money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal presented 
a similar picture. The following proportions of the total 
groupes ofivdile and U of A (2), who reported this reason 
to be of major importance, received part loan, part grant; 
LEiB periicents. 609 percent, and 51. Super cent .coSimide 
arly, for those who felt the reason to be of some importance, 
50.9 per cent, 73.6 per cent, and 52.3 per cent received 
assistance in this form. The comparative proportions of 
those to whom insufficient money did not apply were 41.6 
per cent, 54.8 per cent, and 57.1 per cent. Among NAIT 
recipients the most frequently reported type of assistance 
was loan only, and of those who considered "not enough 
money to continue" of major and some importance, 100.0 per 
cent (only 8 people) and 90.0 per cent (10 people) respec- 
tively, received money in this form. Eighty per cent of 
recipients to whom this reason did not apply were given 


loans. 


Sis a bt). aa ark) 

oonsdetees benistdo onw elswetbald bw Ys to Ime9 req 2.04 a 

bstrogs1 ¢neo teq A.O’ bas ,notdsmidmos etrdt begsotbnt 

to U mi bevteedo esw bmotd omep ofl .yimo ensol gnivisost — 
odw enoisitogotg sit a8 ,enolsgudiatetb (S$) A to U bas (I) A 





d.€¢ bas taso req V.16 evew dnetg wisq ,m60l tisq bevisost 
Yltnerstitb betroqget etuoqorb TIAN -Ylevitoeqes: tneo teq 
besssibait snes t9q 1.96. tenon 20 e2netgtoes gnoms bas 
_ <ix02 maol mt eew tt seds 
dguone ton" doinw of dredxs ode yd anoldudiadeid 
bstneverq L[swevbdtibw tot soeset 6 esw "euntinos od Yenom 
{stod edt to enoituroqorg goiwollot sat -omudoiq 18limta 5 
foeset eins bsedrogs1 onw .(S) A to U bas rte) A to V ,quoxs _ 
(Jnsig d1sq ,msol disq bevieoet .sonedrogmt totem to ed of 
-Limté .dmeo req $12 bas ,dm99 teq 2.08 ,gneo teq £8 
,99msdiogmi smoe to sd oF nozset edt tlet orlw eeodt 102 ws 
Devisosy dnso req €.92 bas .daso yveq Oe rine. t9q 2.02) 
lo geno isrogotg evitsrsqmos siT .mrot eldd at eosedeleas 
Q.[) srew ylqqs ton bib yenom snetoitwent morw 03 seodd 
TIAM gnomA ,dmso teq {,.7¢ bas 7189 req 8. #2 neo, a 
eonstetees to sqyt betroqet yltnevper? teom ent etnelqtoer 
"tives Jon" bessbtenoe) ithBeods 20 baa ~yLno-nsok abe 
t9q 0.008 aaa emoe bas ToLm to Meuntsnoo ot aaa i) wi 
~seqeer namin MER Ray ee f vied 
wees) es tots vs 


ioe 2 ; 7 7 9 
wap ve oa 






ZL3 

It should be noted that with respect to between- 
Sroup comparisons of the type of assistance received, 
differences in proportions of responses were statistically 
Significant. As previously mentioned, a greater propor- 
tion of U of A (1) and U of A (2) than NAIT recipients 
were assisted in the form of part grant, part loan, and 
the majority of students from NAIT who obtained govern- 
ment assistance reported it to be in the form of a loan 
only. 

All distributions based on the extent to which the 
reason "not enough money to continue" was important in 
withdrawal revealed that there was little difference among 
the type of assistance received by respondents grouped on 
this criterion, and those differences which did occur were 


not statistically significant. 


SUMMARY 


1. "Not enough money to continue," as a reason for 
withdrawal, was of importance to proportionately more U of 
A (2) dropouts than U of A (1) and NAIT withdrawals. Pro- 
portions of each group who indicated that the reason applied 
were 65.5 per cent, 38.7 per cent, and 37.4 per cent respec- 
tively. When dropouts were cross-classified according to 
sex, rural-urban home background, and the extent to which 
withdrawal was voluntary, differences in responses were very 


small and were not statistically significant. 
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a. Money was obtained by dropouts from a variety 
of sources and combinations of sources. Financial assis- 
tance from the Students Assistance Board was reported a 
source by 47.2 per cent of all dropouts, and within.groups 
by 43.0 per cent of U of A (die S628 epernscent of W..of, A (2), 
and 43.0 per cent of NAIT withdrawals. The use of govern- 
ment assistance in financing the school year was examined 
in terms of dropouts grouped according to whether "not 
enough money to continue" was reported to be of major, or 
some importance, or not applicable. Proportions of each 
of these groups among the total sample who indicated 
government money was used were V2ek per cent,~ 54.5 werecent, 
and 33.3 per cent. Comparative analysis of each of U of A 
(1), U of A (2), and NAIT revealed that proportions were 
similar to those of the total sample and in only one instance 
did they vary more than five per cent. The exception was in 
U of A (2) where 46.2 per cent of those to whom insufficient 
funds was not a factor in withdrawal made use of money from 
the Students Assistance Board. The comparable percentage 
in the total sample was 33.3 per cent. 

3. Assistance was in the form of part grant and part 
loan for 46.5 per cent of all those who received money and 
jn the form of a loan only for 40.4 per. cent. The most fre- 
quently reported type of assistance in U of A {1) and. U of 
A (2) was that of part grant, part loan, (61.7 per cent and 
53.6 per cent); however, among NAIT recipients 87.1 per 


cent indicated that they received loans only. 
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4. Approximately 82 per cent of all dropouts indi- 
cated that they worked for two or more months during the 
1967 summer. Distributions within each group, according 
to the extent to which "not enough money to continue" was 
a reason for withdrawal, revealed that in every group, 
over 70.0 per cent of those rating this reason of major 
importance, of some importance, or not applicable, worked 
for at least two months. 

5. Part time employment during the term was not a 
frequently reported source of income, as only 25.5 per cent 
of all dropouts were so employed. Cross-classifications 
according to the importance of the reason "not enough money 
to continue,™ revealed that proportions of students within 
each classification who worked part time were between 20 
per cent and 30 per cent in the total group, U of A (1) and 
U of A (2), with one exception. Among U of A (2) dropouts 
for whom this reason was of some importance, only 9.7 per 
cent worked part time. Comparable analysis of NAIT res- 
ponses showed that of those for whom this reason was of 
major importance, some importance, or not applicable, 36.4 
per cent, 42.9 per cent, and 33.9 per cent respectively, 


were employed part time throughout the term. 


DISCUSSION 
Insufficient money did appear to play a part in the 
withdrawal of approximately 47 per cent of the students 


surveyed. However, it is difficult to assess, with any 





e£S ‘ 5? Pa 
-ibnt etyoqorh Lis to dnes)16q stabil yao. f ‘ iv 
eit aniwwh eddnom exom to owd te? bestow yedd gail betes, a 
 «gathrooes .quots fioss ntnotw anoitudingebd . yrommie TCL 
asw "suntgnoo ot yenom dguors ton” doidw os gmedxe edt OF 
quotn yreve oi gadt belsever ,Lsweibdtiw 102 noase1.a ; 





toLam ‘lo noesen eits gutger aeons to Jneo eq 020) a6¥6 
hextow -eldsohtogs ton 1 ,9onadroqmk emos to ,sonstrogmt 
' actdaom ows: tesetde!te% 
s Jon asw mret sit saiwh cmemyoiqme emis g767, 2 
Ineo t8q @.¢S yine #6 ,smoont eo soxtos bestoges yistnerper7 
eiobssolifzeslo-ee010 .«beyolqme os etew efuogqerh [fs to 
yorom davoms Jon" goaset sid to etnsdtoqmé oft oF gaibdooss _ 
nintiw etjasbutve to enotdveqotq gvadt, beisevet ", auntonesi og 
OS neewitsd stew omit tisq bestow ofw mofsveottfeesfo dose 
pis (f) A to U .quoxs I[stod edd ok dasa teq OF bas dames seq 
aguogoxb (S) A to U aroma .aoldgqeoxe emo doiw ,{S) A, teu 
teq J.2 yino ,sonssrogml smote to ebw noeset elds modw tot 
-8e1 TIAM to eteylens eldavsqmod .embs t¢aq bediow tneo 
“) 2o/asw noeset etda mow xo? saodt to seds bewous aeenog 
A.0€ ,eidsotigqas ton 10 esonRssogml emoe ,eoass1ogmt toLam 
“iii taae im9o, voy PoBE tas SODA RASA «Anes veg _—s 


ea ee a es me 
yi  ebiaaei aT me? 
: a 


cy 


7 oe : 
4 








ZAbis, 


degree of accuracy, the function of this reason in the 
attrition process. On an individual basis the phrase 
"not enough money to continue" might mean different things 


to different people. A dropout's personal evaluation of 


ao la 


his financial situation depends upon his own value system 


a rs ee 


and style of living, and this varies from person to person. 


Certainly a student might be quite accurate in reporting 


— 


that insufficient money influenced his withdrawal, however,} 


a 


it is also possible for a person to feel that he did not 


ant 


have enough money to continue studies, not because he 4 
couldn't exist, but because he could not live the way he 


would like to. This possibility does not render the 






relevant data useless, but it does prompt the exercise of 
caution in making interpretations. 
{ne fact that, by proportion, more U of A (2) drop- 
outs than other groups reported "not enough money to 
continue" as a reason for withdrawal, is somewhat puzzling. 
iteas datitacult. to find a Logical reason why this should 
occur. It is the writer's opinion that these results were 
a function of the nature of the group and may be a little 
misleading. Considering the fact that most U of A (2) 
withdrawals were teaching at the time of the survey, and 
that many of them stated that they intended to complete 
their degrees, but not in four continuous years, it is 
likely that they did not think of themselves as dropouts 


in the general sense of the word. Further, when asked 
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Pole), 
to indicate reasons for discontinuance, "not enough 
money to continue" may have sounded reasonable in 
retrospect because the amount of money available 
through teaching was considerably more than that 
available as a student. In light of this, the invest- 
igator suggests that many of these students withdrew, 
not because they could not afford to remain in univer- 
sity, but because they could afford to leave, having 


acquired more earning power. 
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CHAPTER VII 


CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


The results of the study present a picture of drop- 
outs and the attrition process which is similar in nature 
to that described by the consensus of research reviewed in 
Chapter II. The responses given by students from the 
University of Alberta and the Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology emphasize the intricacy of the whole problem 
and lead to the realization that the solution would be 
equally as complex. 

The many concerns arising out of student withdrawal 
were described in the introduction to this study, and they 
were indeed very serious ones. However, one must be care- 
ful, when thinking in terms of individuals, to refrain 
from generalizing the negative aspect of dropping out to 
every Ccasé. It is/only fair tompoint out that many with- 
drawals were satisfied with their decisions and expressed 
that it was to their benefit to leave school. Selected 
comments related to this, and to the study in general, are 
reported in Appendix B. 

It is difficult to determine the extent to which 
student withdrawal was permanent. It is possible that, in 
many cases, it represented only an interruption in formal 


education. The desirability of continuous education can 
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be argued from many sides; however, it appears that as the 


job market is requiring a higher level of education than 


ever before and the automated economy is limiting the oppor- 


tunities for employment of untrained people, that continuous 


education, at least to the point of some type of certifica- 
tion, is rapidly becoming a necessity. 

When the total study is drawn into perspective, 
some general observations emerge: 

1. “Lack of interest in courses" and "made the 
wrong program choice™ were frequently reported reasons for 
withdrawal and suggest that many students were not adequ- 
ately prepared for post-secondary education. One cause of 
this might be a dearth of, or perhaps the inaccessibility 
of, information regarding the nature of programs and the 
type of work they lead to. This emphasizes the need for 
active programs of vocational and educational counselling 
in the schools. To be effective these must be oriented, 
as much as possible, in a person-centered way, so that a 


student feels that it is his own future that is important, 


and that he can make meaningful decisions based on available 


information. In the writer's opinion, too often such infor- 


mation is provided, but it is. not used effectively. 

2. The contention was expressed that, although 
attrition involves many factors, the alleviation of even 
one might be a step forward. Further, as mentioned in 


Chapter VI, the financial factor is one which has a more 





ready solution than some of the others. To place this in 
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perspective, it should be remembered that insufficient 
money was not the most frequently reported reason for 
withdrawal, and it was never cited as,a sole ene 


(a er ti a a a ae ia ieee 
However, the fact that finances were related in some wa 


to the withdrawal of 406 per cent of all dropouts, implics 
that this area should be given serious consideration. It 
is possible that if more money was made available, contin- 
uous education would be within the reach of more students, 
and this is certainly desirable. An accurate assessment 
of the role of financial assistance in the attrition problem 
is hard to obtain. A greater understanding might be gained 
through a follow-up study, by personal interview, of students 
who did receive assistance and withdrew, as well as those 
who did not receive assistance and also withdrew. It is 
recommended that an attempt be made to learn more about the 
attitudes of these two groups of students toward financing 
education and toward education in general. Only with this 
kind of inquiry will it be possible to sort out whether in- 
sufficient money was, in fact, an important influence in 
withdrawal, and whether it resulted from uncontrollable 
circumstances, or from lack of initiative or indifference. 
3. It seems that a certain amount of responsibility 
for the study of eeniolan must lie with the educational 
institutions themselves. Unfortunately, the size and com- 
plexity of such institutions foster an impersonal atmosphere, 
and make individual contact a momentous task. However, if 


genuine concern for talent waste does exist, efforts must be 
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made to gain insight into the dynamics of the withdrawal 
process by approaching those best able to provide the raw 
material--the dropouts themselves. if this* is done: ona 
personal basis, it might result in a better understanding 
of the people involved, rather than a numerical description 
of their responses to a structured questionnaire. The 
latter is a necessary step, but it is only a start. 

There is a growing need for institutional research 
at the local level. It is recommended that post-secondary 
institutions be asked to carry out continuous studies of 
their students to determine why some do drop out and 
attempt to find out what could be done to change this. 

4. It would be naive not to realize that many of 
the circumstances leading to withdrawal are related to the 
jndividual's emotional, social, and educational develop- 
ment over many years. If past experiences have produced a 
person who generally has difficulty making decisions, 
adjusting to new situations, or establishing self-direction, 
then certainly these factors will operate in most aspects 
of his life, including his post-secondary education. Impli- 
cations here are not within the scope of this study, and 
are related to personal-social development of the child 
throughout school; however, they serve to emphasize the 
necessity of having school programs designed to promote 
full growth of the child, and to foster the development 
of a sense of personal responsibility. 


5, The present study was designed to deal with 
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dropouts only, and thereby obtain a general description of 


their characteristics. It would be desirable now, to com- 








pare information obtained with similar data from students 

who did not withdraw from their programs, in an attempt to 
identify which characteristics, if any, are more applicable 
to dropouts than to students who complete their formal 


education. 
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STUDY OF STUDENTS WHO INTERRUPTED OR DISCONTINUED 


THEIR POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
GOVERNMENT OF ALBERTA 


1969 


Please answer the following questions by checking (/) 


the choice which best applies to you. Check only one blank 
in each question unless requested to do otherwise, as in 
questions 2 and 6 


1. 


What are you doing this year? 


NSAI Sar NTO NO 


Working full time 

Working part time 

Housewife (full time) 

Not employed . A ‘ 
Attending a post- secondary institution 
on a full time basis (please name below) 


es 


Other or combination of the above 
(please explain) 





Which of the following express the main reasons why you 
enrolled in a post-secondary (after high school) insti- 
tution? Mark the three most important reasons in order 


Lise 


WI — WwW Lae) = 


ie ous 


The type of work you wanted to do required 
a degree, diploma, or certificate ‘ 
You felt you could earn more saad with 
further education. . 

You liked school and wanted to. continue 
school : 

Your parents wanted you to. continue 
school meg 

Your friends were continuing ‘their 
education so you decided to do the 

same baa Tecnes sie he 
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6. In your family everyone is expected to continue 








his or her schooling after high school 6 
7. Other (please explain) 7 
Did you complete grade twelve matriculation (i.e. 
university entrance) requirements? 
Yes fis 
No 2 
If you have answered yes to number three, 
what was your matriculation average? 
lekel t{SOlperreentyor?irer) 
Saat dtwiosatoo7onperacenty 
32Paped (S0ftol 6hiper cent ) 
Ling Other (please explain) 
What plans do you have, if any, to continue your 
post-secondary education? 
ere’ Pilaneco-return to schoolionia_fullitime 
basis within the next year 
x Plan to return to school on a full time 
basis sometime in the future 
3 Plan to continue oe education on a ‘part 
time basis : 
4h. I have no aeeielpe ‘plans a Puch bs 
my education Spt or ae 
4] Undecided A : 
6 Other (please explain) 


—_———— 


Listed below are some possible reasons why students 
discontinue their post-secondary programs. Please 
indicate the relative importance of each one as it 


applied to you at the time you discontinued your 
program. If the reason: 





did not apply -- write 
was of some importance -- write 
was of major importance - write 
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Please fill in each blank in this question. 


Grades too low to continue 

Illness (self) 

Illness (family) ; 

Worry over personal problems ‘led to inability 

to concentrate on studies ae Pa 

You were lonely and unhappy . 

Planned to or did get married . 

Not enough money to continue . 

You had successfully completed the courses 

you originally planned to take ; 

9. Felt you had made the oe choice of 

program . . i initwrns: 

10. Courses were too “difficult: 

ll. Lack of interest in courses : 

12. Asked to withdraw by officials of the 
institution for non-academic reasons 

13. Offered a4 full time job . 

14. Decided to complete high school matriculation 

15. Transferred to another post-secondary 
institution supporter .of 


OnIO LFWNH-E 


(please name below) 


16. Other (please explain) 
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idl ae 
Wd 


Where did you live during most of your school years 


from grade one to grade twelve? 


i S0n 20 farms-orsin 4 yee ee or town (population 
less than 10,000) . ynths 
Zee near Clty (population 10 ,000 and more) 


What is the highest level of education attained 
by your father? 


Less than grade 6 
Grede GetoRvmite 4 

Some high school 

High school graduate ‘ 

Business, technical or trade training 
Some university pWeRts ASS 
University graduate : 
Post graduate work at university , 
Other (please explain) 
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What is the highest level of education attained by 
your mother? 








1. Less than grade 6 
2. YoGrade Gate i9«. 
3. Some high school 
iL. Velhteh echeol graduate eet rec Ae 
5, Business, technical, or trade training 
(include nursing here if not a university 
degree program) 
6. Some university 
7. University graduate : 
8. Post graduate work at university ? 
9, Other (please explain) 
What is (was) your father's occupation (state below)? 
If your mother was the main supporter of your family 
duninamyour hishtechooltrearsyipheasaschecknhere 
and give your mother's occupation below. 
Please be specific. 
Many students are able to obtain summer jobs between 
their academic terms. During the summer of 1967 (May 
to September inclusive) for approximately what period 
of time were you employed? 
O months i, 
1 month 2 
2 months 3 
3 months rn 
4 months 5 
5 months 6 
Did you work part time during the 
1967-68 academic term? 
Yes 
No 2 


Students who need money to finance their 
schooling may apply to the Students Assistance 
Board, Department of Education, Government of 
Alberta. Which of the following applies to 
you (during 1967-68)? 
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eX Applied for assistance but did not receive 
anyen: 
3. Applied for and received assistance 


If you did receive financial assistance from 
the Students Assistance Board, what form did 
it take? 


Grant only 

Loan only ee ces es 

Part loan, part euent 
Scholarship 

Other combination ve these 
(please explain) 


WF Wn FE 
NN WNF-E 


How did you finance your 1967-68 school year? 
("Government assistance" refers to money approved 
through or granted by the Students Assistance 
Board. ) 


1. Money from your own(or spouse's) savings 
and earnings a tc ee ae aa 

2. Your own (or spouse! 5) money plus 

government assistance SS, CL 84580644 

Your own (or spouse's) money, government 

assistance and nieges from your parents 

Your own (or spouse's) money and 

money from your parents ? ; 

Government assistance and money 

from your parents 

Your parents financed you 1967- 68 

school year 

» Other (please explain) 


Sap OR AS a ASS 





Which of the following applies to you? 


1. Iwas asked to withdraw by officials of 
the ainstitutione, , 

2. It was suggested by officials “of the 
institution that I withdraw 
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ZU. 


What type of program were you enrolled in, 


in 1967-68? 


What year of your program were you in when you 


WW MW i 


Degree program ie Uaioe more than 


4 years 


Four year degree program ‘ 
Three year degree program 
Two year diploma program . 
Other (please explain) 


withdrew or discontinued? 


ic 
re 


3. 


First year 
After first year “but not graduating 


year 


Graduating year : 


At what time of the year did you withdraw 
from or discontinue your program? 


WA) 


What was your academic standing at the time 


After registration but before classes 


began 


During the academic. year oe 
At the end of the rhe 68 academic 


year . 


you withdrew from or discontinued your 
program? 


Wm FWDAH 


° 


Failing 
Failing 
Passing 
Passing 
average 
Passing 
average 


Passing 
average 


more than one course 
one course only . 


all courses but just “parely : 


all courses with a overall 
OL 5 oreo i 

all courses with an pica | 
Ole oye 


all courses with an overall 
of 6 %or 9 
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a1. Please state any comments or suggestions you may 


have in the ‘space below. 
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QUESTIONS APPLYING TO NAIT WITHDRAWALS 


17. What type of program were you enrolled in during 


1967-68? 
ise ANtwohyearldiplomacprogramd iiian.ce the nelouel 
2. A one year diploma program 2 
3 A program requiring less than one 
year de ho Oat A 
18. How much of your program had you taken before 
you withdrew? 
1. None of it - I withdrew before attending 
classes w Se0dais bei oe oon 1 
<. Part of the first quarter 2 
3. One quarter Pts) oa’ 3 
4. Two quarters 4 
5. Three quarters 5 
6. Four quarters : 6 
pee Lye, Hua rveros a1, ey et fi 
8. Six quarters - but did not graduate 8 
19. What was your academic standing at the time 
you withdrew? 
y Failing more than one course and having 
a weighted average below 50 ....4.. i 
Me Failing one or more courses and havin 
a weighted average above 50...... a 
3 Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average between 50 and 54 a 
4. Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average between 55 and 64 L 
Z Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average between 65 and 74 5 
6. Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average of 75 or over 6 
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CHECK LIST FOR U OF A (2) WITHDRAWALS 


It is realized that many students enter the Faculty 
of Education, complete 2 or 3 years of study, and then 
plan to teach. If this was true in your case, please 
complete the check list below in addition to the enclosed 


questionnaire. 
1. Are you teaching now? Yes cA 
No He 
e. Do you have a diploma or certifi- 
cate from a post-secondary 
ins tit utd on? 


If yes please explain below Yes i 





3. Did you enroll in the Faculty of Education 
with the intention of completing the B.Ed. 
without interruption? 


Yes ie 
No 2 
Was undecided a 


4. Did you enroll in the Faculty of Education 
with the intention of completing the B.Ed. 
eventually but not in four continuous 
years? 


No 2 


Was undecided S 
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February, 1969 


Dear Sir: (Madam). 


University of Alberta records indicate that 
you were in attandance during the 1967-68 academic 
term but did not enroll this year. We are interested 
in learning about factors influencing students who 
decide not to return, or who are unable to pursue 
their study toward a degree at the present time. 


Will you please complete the enclosed question- 
naire and return it to me in the stamped envelope 
provided? Your frank responses will be greatly appre- 
ciated and are of vital importance to the success of 
this study. You can rest assured that all informa- 
tion will be kept in the strictest confidence and used 
only to determine over-all averages in summarizing 
results. #ithank you for your co-operation. 


Yours sincerely, 


Donald CC. Feain, Persp 
Associate Professor 
Department of Educational 
Psychology 

University of Alberta 
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March, 1969 


Dear Sir: (Madam): 


Northern Alberta Institute of Technology records 
indicate that you were in attendance during the 1967-68 
academic term but did not enroll this year. We are 
interested in learning about factors influencing students 
who decide not to return, or who are unable to pursue 
their study toward a diploma at the present time. 


Will you please complete the enclosed question- 
naire and return it to me in the stamped envelope 
provided? Your frank responses will be greatly appre- 
ciated and are of vital importance to the success of 
this study. You can rest assured that all information 
will be kept in the strictest confidence and used only 
to determine over-all averages in summarizing results. 
Thank you for your co-operation. 


Yours sincerely, 


Donald C. Fair, Ph.D. 
Research Director 
Associate Professor 
Department of Educational 
Psychology 

University of Alberta 
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March, 1969 


Dear Sir: (Madam:) 


A short time ago questionnaires were sent to a 
number of students who interrupted or discontinued 
their program of study at the institution they attended 
in 1967-68. Our records indicate that you were on the 
mailing list and that, as of yet, we have not received 
your reply. Another copy of the questionnaire is 
enclosed in the hope that you may now find it possible 
to complete and return it. Your frank responses are of 
vital importance to the success of the study and your 
participation will be greatly appreciated. 


You can be assured that any information received 
will be kept in confidence and used only to determine 
over-all averages in summarizing results. Thank you 
for your co-operation. 


Yours sincerely, 


Donald. padre ria, 
Research Director and 
Associate Professor 
Department of Educational 
Psychology 

University of Alberta 
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COMMENTS OF RESPONDENTS 


Reactions to Having Dropped Qut 


Several respondents commented on their feelings 
toward the decision to leave post-secondary institutions. 
Some of them were: 


Personally, I feel that an interrupted education 
is sometimes better than getting one's education all 
at once, provided that during the interruption prac- 
tical experience is being gained. (Ueorehacs)- 
female, single. ) 


After having taught almost a full year I find it 
very advantageous to have taught some before complet- 
ing my B.Ed. (U of A (2), female, single.) 


Best thing I ever done [sic]. (U of A (1), 
male, single.) 
I felt that by staying out one year, that I 
would be more mature in my attitude towards study- 
ing. I'm sure now that I made the right decision. 

(Wrot AwGlj, male, single, | 


I believe that it has done me a lot of good 
to stay out of school for a year especially working 
where I have been. (U of A (1), male, single.) 


Comments Expressing Multicausality 


There was no major reason for my quitting. ..It 
was a question of a number of minor problems bother- 
me regarding my education, personality, etc. I only 
wish to add that those two years helped me realize 
what university means to me and it rid me of some of 
the illusions I had about university. Vie onene (1). 
male, single.) 
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There were a number of reasons why I discon- 
tinued my university career. Of these reasons there 
4s not one that I can point a finger at and say 
"that's why I dropped out." (U of A (1); male, 
single.) 


Comments Related to Lack of Preparation 


As young students fresh from high scnool 1 think 
we are totally unprepared for university life and 
studies. The experiences of my first year plus that 
of working for a year have better prepared me for 
CHise i eeiwaynay 1Se1P stam excepted [sic]. I real- 
ize how important education is and just how much 
work is involved. (U of A (1), female, single.) 


I went into university not fully prepared for the 
courses I wanted to take. (iP erek (1), maleyesingle. ) 


As regards the university itself I believe that 
I had certain expectations about the institution 
itself which were ill founded and did not bear true. 
ijeote ie Ce male, singles) 


The main reason I withdrew was that I had a wrong 
idea of courses. (U of A (1), female, single. ) 


Comments Expressing Lack of Goals 


I would very much like to go back to school 
some time but I am not certain as yet what I would 
enrollein: (NAIT, male, single.) 


I think my main problem was the fact that re 
had no definite goal in mind once I had completed 
university. (weet Amel) | tale esinele.)) 


Comments Dealing with Money 


The cost of university education I think has 
reached a critical limit. Unless a student obtains 
an exceptionally high paying job during the summer 
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months, he must rely on government assistance and 
later must work several years in his chosen profes- 


sion just to pay off his debts. Ch OFehees 
male, Siucle!) 


My only reason for not returning for my final 
academic year was the plan to marry. However, 
without the financial assistance of the government 
continued studies would have been impossible. 

(U of Sane (2)4*Pemales single?) 


I would have continued until my degree but it 
was financially impossible. (Uof-Aviel, mele, 
married. ) 


I decided to teach for a few years in order to 
repay my loan and save some money so that I could 
continue my academic career. (U of A (2), female, 
single.) 


I could have obtained another government loan 
to continue my education, BUT--I have to pay them 
back eventually. (leofeh- (l) O*male + "singles ) 


The reason I did not return this year is that 
I owe a lot of money and I am trying to get it 
paid back. I would like to return and get my 
diploma. (NAIT, male, single.) 


The increase in tuition fee did not effect [sic] 
my choice to leave as I think anyone who works 
during the summer months can put themselves through 
university. (U of A (1), female, single.) 


Miscellaneous Comments 
Glad to see this study being made. in copay Nees 


male, single.) 


When doing such a survey I feel that you will 
accomplish very little, though an effort is always 
better than nothing. (U of A (1), male, single.) 
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I hope you take a more personal attitude towards 
this survey than a mere analysis of numbers and 
percentages because this could be an extremely valu- 
able one. (itor Ais temales. sincle,) 


Thank you for the interest shown for students. 
(NAIT, male, single.) 


I appreciate your interest in students who have 
discontinued their post-secondary education. 
(U of A {1), female, single.) 


The administrative structure was just too big 
to really care. Thank you very much for giving me 
a chance to express my views. (Utof cA ys male, 
single. ) 


I would like to thank you for the opportunity 
of expressing myself and answering your questions. 
hUsoteAs (i) = males*single: ) 


I do realize the necessity of further training 
outside high school since I have been out in the 
working world. Further education is a must. 
(NAIT, female, single.) 
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